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CHAPTER I 
INTRODUCTION 
Purpose 
Many researchers have come to regard parental deprivation as one 
of the main causes, if not the prime cause, for delinquent behavior 
in males (Andry, 1960; Bowlby, 1947; Grygier, Chesley and Tutors, 1969). 
Theoretically, parental deprivation may be classed as maternal, 
paternal, or dual parental. However, ih the development of basic 
theory and research, consideration has been given primarily to maternal 
deprivation, while little attention has been given to the other two 
kinds of deprivation (Grygier, Chesley and Tutors, 1969). 
Since Bowlby's work in 1952, researchers have regarded maternal 
deprivation as being of primary etiological importance in the fields 
of delinquency and psychopathology (Andry, 1960; Benson, 1968). The 
major emphasis has been on the intimate, loving, emotionally satisfying 
relationship between the child and the mother (Andry 1960; Bowlby, 
1951'; Grygier, et al., 1969; Peterson, Becker, Hellmer, Shoemaker, and 
Quay, 1959). The theory, in spite of its usefulness, can be criti-
cized partly because it undermines the development of the theory 
based on interacting multicausation, and partly because it gives inade-
quate recognition of the importance of the father, who may be even 
more important than the mother in preventing delinquency in males 
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(Andry, 1960; Grygier et al., 1969; Peterson et al., 1959; Benson, 
1958; and Nash, 1965). 
Studies of the father and his functions in the fam±ly have re-
mained largely unexplored by research, but the literature which is 
available indicates that an "inadequate father image seems more 
likely to contribute to delinquency than a faulty mother image" 
(Grygier et al., 1969). Evidence suggests that the growing male needs 
an adequate father figure with whom to identify, and from whom to 
learn an acceptable and appropriate pattern of social and sexual be-. 
havior. Through this identification process with an adult male, the 
young male learns how to t,emper and exercise his feelings of love and 
aggression. When a hedthy father image is lacking, the child finds.~ 
it difficult to define for himself a proper social and sexual role 
(Grygier, et al., 1969; and Benson, 1968). 
Father's Influence on Socialization 
The role of the father in the socialization of the child in the 
nuclear family is significant since he is ordinarily the only adult 
male with whom the child can establish stable daily interaction. Most 
theories of socialization postulate that it is from this interaction 
that the child internalizes the male role, either directly, as in the 
case of a boy, or as a counter role in the case of a girl (Thomes, 
1968). Socialization, then, becomes an orderly progression of changes 
to achieve the norms of society. Parsons and Bales (1960) stressed 
that the foundation for socialized achievements was the way in which 
the nuclear family t~aches the child to cpntrol his emotions, estab~ 
lish the desired relationship between the child and his environment, 
2 
and aid in the proper sex-role identification, Parsons and Bales 
conceived not only of a hierarchy of social systems and roles gra-
duating the individual from infancy to adulthood, but of a continual 
inward flow of sh~ping forces on the family as well. These forces 
are then transferred to the child. Thus, each member of the family, 
I 
i.e., father, mother, brother, sister, contri.butes to the ultimate 
socialization of the child, as do his peers and t~e greater society. 
McCord, McCord and Zola (1959) believe that the nature of the 
parental model determines the content of the child's conscience~ The 
values of the society in which one lives are also filtered and trans-
mitted through the parents. As a child observes h!s parents, he 
normally assumes that their behavior is appropriate for imitation; 
consequently, he assimilates their attitudes as his own. These inves-
tigators futher indicate that if a boy's father is punitive or cruel, 
the child becomes more aggressive. If the father is gentle and re-
strained, he provides an example of kindness for assimilation, If 
the father rejects the standards of society and exhibits anti~social 
behavior, the son also tends to reject the standards of society to 
which he should submit. McCord, McCord and Howard (1961) found that 
non-aggressive boys were more frequently reared by non-aggressive 
fathers who responded to crisis in a realistic manner and assumed the 
role of leader in the family. If appears that these boys were pro-
vided parental models of responsibility and apparently possess strong-
·er control over behavioral responses. This consequently reduces de-
linquent acts. The aggressive boys wet"e found to lack such a, paternal 
model of control, which contributed to their unrestrained behavior. 
Research by Bronfenbrenner (1958), Kagan, Hoshen and Watson (1961), 
3 
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Mowrer (1950), Payne and Mussen (1956), Stokes (1954), and Nash (1954) 
indicates that affection is necessary for the child to identify with 
his parents. In addition, these researchers have found that affection 
from the parent.s is also necessary for the socialization of the child. 
When neither parent loves the. child, the incentive for social:i.zatfoa 
is lacking; consequently .the child receives no reward for-modifying 
his behavior to confom to the demands of society (Parsons, 1947). 
If one parent is loving, the child may exchange comfo:rming behavior 
for pa:tental affec.tion, resulting in temporary socialization. However, 
McCord, McCord and zoia believe that if a child is rejected by his 
parents, he will usually become rebellious, agg:tessive, insecure:,. and 
ultimately:ctiminal (1959). 
In his analysis of family behavior, Parsons (1955) believes that 
there are two basic functions of the nuclear family. The first is the 
primary socialization of children so that they can truly become members 
of the society in which they live. The second is the stabilization of 
the adult personalities of the population of the society, which can be 
_achieved through observation, imitation and identification within the 
f8IJ1ily system. Parsons further describes the nuclear family as being 
an extremely specialized agency which perfolfflls "root .functions" for 
the society. However, he suggests that these two functional aspects 
of the nuclear family are geared more directly to the maintenance 
9f tpe personality and only indirectly to the maintenance of of 
society. Ogbu:tn (1929) and ~urgess and Locke (1945) support this 
view of contemporary family interaction in the American society. 
Pleasant or satisfying experiences within a iamily increase the 
intendty of the family relationships leading to a greater probability 
of the perpetuation of the same types of relations (Stanfield, 1966). 
Warm, cordial and friendly relations on the part of the father are 
more often associated with non-delinquency than with delinquency 
(Cavan, 1962). The rejecting, punitive, and threatening parent tends 
to undermine the boy's conception of himself as a person of worth and 
significance, thus contributing to his asocial behavior. Hostile 
parents imply to the child that the world is a dangerous, disapproving 
and hostile environment. It appears that this negative setting serves 
to arouse the aggressive tendencies in a child if he is to survive in 
the unfriendly world in which he lives (McCord, McCord and Howard, 
1961). Thus, the perpetuation of negative or asocial behavior appears 
to be primarily achieved by example, 
Some critics may hasten to point out that the parent~' behavior 
and the child's aggression are produced by common genetic factors in 
the family, and that the apparent environmental relationships are 
merely manifestations of this genetic connection. However, in light 
5 
of both the research which has been done on parental deprivation and 
its effects on the child and also the dearth of definitive genetic evi-
dence, it appears reasonable to view a genetic connection as a rather 
remote possibility (McCord, McCord and Howard, 1961). 
Anomie 
To define the concept of anomie has resulted in numerous attempts 
at meanings and definitions (Jaffe, 1969). For the purpose of this 
study, it will be defined as normlessness, or a state or condition in 
which there is confusion or absence of consensus about behavioral norms 
and values among primary group members. Maclver (1950) suggests that 
6 
there are three types of normless. individuals in society: those living 
only in the present as a result of having lost their value system; those 
bent on the pursuit of means and of power, living without benefit of 
ethical goals; and those who live in the insecure world of the hopeless-
ly disoriented. 
In determining the etioligical contributors of anomie, one finds 
a close relationship to delinquency. Many criminologists believe the 
lack of norms, the problem of social marginality, and the confusion 
about value systems are relevent for understanding delinquency proneness, 
although the cause and effect relationships appear to be elusive and 
frequently unclear (Jaffe, 1969). 
Few researchers have investigated the relationship between values 
and delinquency by means of experimental design (Jaffe, 1969). Beeler 
(1953) found some evidence that inconsistant value patterns on the part 
of parents were a significant factor in producing impulsive children. 
Jaffe (1969) found that another outcome of value confusion is sex-role 
disorientation. Where there is conflict of values between the mother 
and the father, the child is totn between them with the problem of 
attempting to interiorize a stable sexual identification. Jaffe believes 
that when family discord is present, there is a great deal of vacillation 
between parents for identification. A significant finding of Jaffe's 
was that delinquent males actually identified with their fathers, while 
non-delinquent males identified with their mothers. 
A review of the research to date indicates that a definite lack 
of knowledge exists concerning the influence a father has on his son, 
especially the attitudes, values and expectations that the transmitted, 
if at all, from the father to the son. Additionally~ the present 
7 
literature fails to provide insight into paternal influence toward or 
away from delinquency. 
While the literature indicates specific behaviors and values to be 
of primary importance to personality development and socialization, 
little research has been attempted to determine which if any of the 
father's behaviors, attitudes, or values contribute to delinquent 
behavior in male offspring. 
The purpose of the present study was to determine what perceptions 
non-delinquent and delinquent male adolescents had of their fathers, and 
to examine the relationship of these perceptions and attitudes to 
selected psychological and sociological variables which were found to 
be relevant in the literatur,e. The selection of the sociological and 
psychological variables in both interpersonal and intrapersonal inter-
action were important in the development of personality in a child. 
In this study, a detailed investigation was made of the percep-
tions that delinquent and non-delinquent male adolescents had of their 
fathers. The specific hypotheses which were examined were: 
Hypothesis 1: No st,tistically significant differences exist among 
the perceptions of adolescent males, within delinquent and non-
delinquent groups concerning their fathers, when classified according 
to: (a) degree o.f perceived masculinity of the father or father sur,.; 
rogate; (b) type of punishment used by the father; (c) perceived 
closeness to the father; (d) father's_ love of respondent; (e) amount of 
time the father desired to spend with the respondent; {f) parent who 
influenced the respondent the most; (g) parent who guided the family; 
(h) agent of discipline; (i) degree of self-perceived· masculinity; (j) 
parents I marital status; (k) with wpom the respondent;_,,.:had ,res-id'ed 
~.,oJ.~ 
primarily; (1) father's educational level; (m) perceived childhood 
happiness; (n) age; and (o) race. 
8 
Hypothesis 2: No statistically significant differences exist among 
the perceptions of adolescent males within the delinquent and non-
delinquent groups concerning their fathers when classified according to 
their anomie responses. 
Hypothesis· 3: No stati.sticallysignificant differences exist among 
the perceptions of adolescent males within the delinquent and non-
delinquent groups concerning their fathers when classified according to 
their identification with their fathers. 
Hypothesis 4: No statistically significant differences exist be-
tween delinquents and non-delinquents with respect to: (a) degree of 
perceived masculinity of the father or father surrogate; (b) type of 
punishment used by the father; (c) perc~ived closeness to the father; 
(d) father's love of the respondent; (e) amount of time the father 
desired to spend with the respondent; (f) parent who influenced the 
respondent the most; (g) parent who guided the family; (h) agent of 
, discipline; (i) degree of self-perceived masculinity; (j) parents' 
marital status; (k) with whom the respondent resided primarily; (1) 
father 1 s educational level; (m) perceived childhood happiness; (n) age; 
and (o) race. 
Hypothesis 5: No statistically significant differences exist be-
tween delinquents and non-delinquents with respect to: (a) perceptions 
of their fathers; (b) anomie; and (c) identification with their fathers. 
CHAPTER II 
REVIEW OF LITERATURE 
Paternal Influence on the Development 
of Male Children 
Although a significant amount of research has been completed on 
mother-child relationships, there is an equally urgent need to examine 
other heretofore unstudied social factors, including paternal influence 
in offspring's personality adjustment (Bowlby, 1957; Peterson, Becker, 
Hellmer, Shoemaker, and Quay, 1959; Benson, 1968; Andry, 1962; Nash, 
1965; Bach, 1946; and Warren, 1957). The need to study fathers as 
crucial contributors to the developing personalities of their children 
is vital in understanding the etiology of delinquent behavior. 
Much of the research on parent-child relationships has neglected 
the father, and the limited research which has taken the father into 
consideration has relied primarily upon the mother's perception and 
interpretation of the behavior and attitudes of her husband (Wright, 
1972 ;, Andry, 1960). Research involving comparisons of children from 
father-present a.nd father-absent homes has shown that the paternal 
influence on the child's development and adjustment is important in 
terms of the son's identification with a masculine role, the son's 
adjustment to others, and the son's disposition toward delinquency 
(Burton and Whiting, 1961; Nash, 1954; Andry, 1960; Bach, 1946; Lynn 
and Sawrey, 1959; Sears, Pintler and Sears, 1946; Peterson et al., 
9 
10 
1959; Grygier et al.~ 1969; Gold, 1963; Chinn, 1938; Chilton and Markle, 
1972). 
Although research concerning the effects of father-absence on 
children, and especially on male children, is limited, findings indicate 
that the mother's attitudes and behavior are significant factors in 
determing how children will be affected by the absence of their fathers. 
Benson (1968) postulates that the mother's reaction to and the reasons 
for her husband's absence may have more influence on the child than the 
fact that the father is no longer in the home. 
The mother's reaction to the departure of the father may cause her 
behavior to change to the extent that she becomes over-protective 
(Bronfenbrenner, 1968). Over-protection in male children is associated 
with dependency (Fitts and Hammer, 1969), immaturity (Wright, 1972), 
poor self-concept (Amos, 1963), impulsiveness (Hoffman, 1961), 
selfishness (Devereux, Bronfenbrenner, and Suci, 1962), serious problems 
in sex-role identification (Grygier, et al., 1969), aggression (Hess 
and Handel, 1956), and delinquency (Nye and Wattenburg, 1947; Andry, 
1960; Bandura and Walters, 1958; Stolz, 1954; Bronfenbren.ner, 1961; 
Sears et al., 1946; McCord, McCord and Zola, 1959; and Andry, 1962). 
The age of the child is an important factor in considering the 
effects of paternal deprivation, i.e., the father being either absent 
or non-functioning in the home. Blaine (1963), Sutton-Smith, Rosenburg 
and Lan.dry (1968) and Nash (1965) found that the preschool age, from 
three to six years, is the most critical period for son's development 
and his identification with his father, and that permanent deficiences 
ma.y result if the father is not present in the home during this time in 
the child 1 s life. 
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That the sonvs aggressive behavior is affected by father absence 
is indicated in the research that the male requires an adequate father-
model with whom to identify and from whom he can learn acceptable and 
appropriate patterns of social and sexual behavior (Levin and Sears, 
1956; Hess and Handel, 1956; Grygier et al., 1969; Sears and Levin, 
1957; Medinnus, 1965; and McCord, McCord and Howard, 1957). It is 
through this identification process that the son learns how to temper 
his feelings of lo·11e and of aggression (Lynn, 1962). When an appro-
priate father image is not present, the child finds it difficult to 
define for himself proper methods of expressing his aggression. The 
research further indicates that non-aggressive boys are more frequently 
reared in situations where the father is present and provides a 
mediating model (McCord and Howard, 1967; Bach, 1946; and Bandura, Ross 
and Ross, 1961). 
A number of researchers (Sears, Pintler and Sears, 1947; Lynn and 
Sawrey, 1959; ~almer,. 1969; Stolz, 1954; Andry, 1960; Medinnus, 1965; 
and Shore, 1971) have found that boys whose fathers were either absent 
or away from home for long periods of time manifested greater behavioral 
problems than did boys whose fathers were present. Among the behavioral 
problcems that were found to occur more frequently in boys whose fathers 
were absent, were poor personality adjustment, greater anxiety, greater 
immaturity, poorer peer ·group adjustment, more fears, more tensions, and 
more antisocial .behavior. In addition, Amos (1967) found that the 
self-concept of sons was also negatively affected by father absence. 
This finding has also been confirmed in general cross-cultural studies 
(Kim, 1967; Fitts and Harrmer, 1969; Deitch, 1959; Atchison, 1958; and 
Lefeber, 1965). 
12 
Effects of Father-Absence on Delinquency 
If viewed symptomatically, all delinquent behavior, whatever. 
specific form it may take, has the common denominator of maladaptation 
to the demands of society (Glueck, and Glueck, 1959). There are 
innumerable varieties of youthful misbehavior which might be considered 
delinquent depending upon the family, community, social status, and 
inclination of the court (Block and Flynn, 1956; Hirschi, 1969). The 
Gluecks (1950) conclude that any child who commits even a minor act in 
violation of the law is technically a delinquent. The legal definition 
of this term is frequently as varied and diverse as are the communities 
which make up society. One need only examine the concept of delinquency 
that has developed along with our statutory codes. For example, unlike 
the criminal statutes which define specific types of behavior as crimi-
nal, there is little clarity.about the .precise nature of youthful 
offenses legally considered delinquent (Bloch ~nd Flynn, 1956; Glueck 
and Glueck, 1950; and Cohen, 1955). 
It may be that the lack of a consistant definition of delinquency 
has lead to a paucity of both empirical studies and theoretical con-
structs that link paternal behavior with delinquency. Nye (1958) 
and Hirschi (1969) believe that the father's behavior may be mote 
significantly related to the causation of delinquency than is the 
behavior of the moth~r. Grygier, Chesley and Tutors (1969) report 
that the image the father portrays to his children may be a more 
important factor in the. causation of delinquency than the.image of the 
mother. Andry (1960) believes that the role of the father in the 
stimulation of delinquency has long been ignored by researchers. 
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Although Andry does not advocate that the role of the mother be ingored, 
he does reconmend that greater recognition and emphasis be given to the 
role of the father in contributing to delinquency. 
Andry (1957, 1960, 1962), Stephens (1961), and Bach (1946) have 
found that a significant relationship exists between paternal depriva-
tion and delinquent or anti-social behavior. Where father-absence 
occurred in the home, there was also a higher proportion of delinquents, 
especially among male children •. Bandura and Walters (1958) indicate 
that a severe break in father-son relationships is associated with a 
higher rate of delinquency. Glueck .and Glueck (1937) found in their 
study that as many as 60 percent of the delinquents had been deprived 
of a father or father substitute for long periods of time, especially 
during the early years of life. More recently, Warren and Palmer 
(1965) found that 98 percent of the delinquents they studied had no 
father or father substitute, while only 17 percent had no mother or 
mother substitute. 
In studies of non-functioning fathers, i.e.,. fathers who are 
physically present in the home but fail to function as the head of 
the household, Barker and Adams (1962) found that a higher rate of delin-
quency was associated with the non-functioning father than with the 
functioning father. Gordon (1962) and Nye (1957) found the non-
functioning father's sons to be overtly aggressive and anti-social. In 
studies of absent fathers•and non-functioning fathers, Clausen (1961) 
found that the non-functioning father produced a higher proportion of 
delinquents,. drug addicts, unwed mothers, prostitutes, and more cases 
of psychosomatic illnesses than father-absent families. Therefore, 
Benson (1968) believes that non-functional fathers who remain in the 
home may actually cause a great deal of damage in the development of 
their children. 
14 
In an investigation of the reasons for the high correlation of 
father-absence and deliquency, Kravaceus et al. (1959) concluded that 
anti-social or delinquent behavior in young males was the result of 
sex-role anxiety. The anxiety over appropriate sex-role behavior is 
derived from the unstable and derogatory father image presented in the 
home, either by the absence of the father or through continual devalu-
ation of adult males by adult females (McCord, McCord and Zola, 1959). 
Benson (1968) and Cavan (1962) conclude that an important factor is the 
quality of family life, rather than merely the presence of both parents. 
Boys who have grown up in father-present-and-functioning homes 
have usually developed better self-concepts (Cavan, 1962), are more 
secure in their interaction with others (Benson, 1968), are more calm 
and friendly in interpersonal relations (Payne and Mussen, 1956), are 
more stable (Nye, 1962), are more accepting of authority (Bieri and 
Lobeck, 1959), adjust to their peers more easily (Gray, 1957), have 
better self-concepts (Maxwell, Dales, and Walters, 1969), and are more 
independent than are boys who are paternally deprived. Aggressive boys 
appear to come from backgrounds of paternal deprivation, as well as 
from parentally depriv~d homes (McCord, McCord and Howard, 1961). 
Parsons (1947) maintains that structured patterns of aggression in 
childhood are linked to later patterns of aggression within the social 
structure because of the unavailability of other sources of frustration 
release. Reckless, Dinitz and Kay (1957) report that the non-delinquent 
child is insulated from delinquent temptations because he had developed 
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a high self-regard as a result of supportive reinforcement from family 
members and significant others. It appears that a positive self-concept 
is based on favorable socialization and the expectation of future suc-
cesses. The delinquent, however, has experienced failure and conse-
quently maintains lower self-esteem in anticipation of future failures 
which results in aggressive and deviant acts. 
Fathers' Influence on Sex-Role Identification 
Lynn (1962) explains sex-role identification as the internalization 
of the role considered appropriate to a given sex and as the unconscious 
assimilation.of the reactions of that parent. Theoretically, then, an 
individual might be 'Well identified with the appropriate sex role gener-
ally, yet poorly identified with his same sex parent (Lynn, 1962). 
Sex-role identification theories point out that the father is the 
most obvious model of masculinity for his son, while the mother serves 
as the model of femininity for. her daughter. One must realize, however, 
that the process of identification is complex and varies among individ-
uals (Mowrer, 1959; Kagan, 1958). Cottrell (1947) points out how 
importantly a clearly defined, consistant presentation of the role can 
affect the assimilation of that role. 
Research emphasizes the importance of the acquisition of the 
appropriate sex-role identification of the son. Boys apparently first 
identify with their mother, and later with their father in the develop-
ment of appropriate sex roles (Johnson, 1963). Benson (1968) stresses 
that even if a boy does identify more with his mother than with his 
father,. such a cross-sex identification does not necessarily explain 
femininity in the boy. Effeminacy is more likely to be caused by poor 
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father-son relationships, rather than by a strong mother-son relat:j_on-
ship. 
Researchers have recognized the father's function of providing a 
model of masculinity for his son (Wright, 1972). Lynn (1962) cautions 
that there is a difference between identification with one's father and 
adequate identification with the masculine role. Benson (1968) points 
out that the identification with one's father inevitably conditions the 
son's sex-role identification. Benson further indicates that even 
though the child may come into contact with many masculine models, the 
father will exert the prominant influence on the foundation of role 
adaptation in his children. 
Both theory and research indicate that sex-role identification will 
pose particular difficulties for the fatherless boy (Winch, 1950). Nash 
(1965), in testing young boys, found that those who were reared for the 
first five years of their lives without a father figure frequently 
failed to acquire the masculine attitudes held by most other boys. 
Stephens (1961) found a greater frequency of femininity in sons from 
the father-absent families with definite feminine-like fantasy lives. 
Bieri (1960) found that fatherless boys generally tend to describe 
themselves as being similar to their mothers and to characterize, men 
as being dominated by women. Maccoby (1962) found that boys who had 
been fatherless between the age of one and five performed better on 
verbal rather than analytical tests while boys with fathers during that 
period normally performed better on the analytical tests. In verbal 
testing father-absent boys using a problem-solving test in which boys 
normally do better than.girls, Milton (1957) found that father .. absent 
boys scored poorly compared with boys who had fathers. Mischel (1961) 
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found a significantly higher proportion of father-absent boys to be more 
impulsive and chose inun.ediate gratification over delayed rewards. 
In a study of adolescent boys, Mussen (1961) found that boys who 
were highly masculine and strongly identified with their fathers were 
more contented, better adjusted, happier, more exuberant and better 
able to cope with social interaction than were boys who were low in 
maxculinity and identified poorly with their fathers. Mussen concluded 
that boys who had favorable relationships with their fathers also 
exhibited stronger masculine interests than did those boys whose pater-
nal relationships were less favorable. In addition, Carlson (1963) 
found that the boys who had poor paternal relationships also exhibited 
more feminine interests than did those boys who had good paternal rela-
tionships. 
Whiting, Kluckhoim and Anthony (1958) have provided cross-cultural 
evidence that a strong primary identification with the mother--which 
if not transferred to the father--will create a "persisting estrange-
ment" in the father-son relationship. They found that in cultures 
where there is a.strong primary attachment to the mothers, certain 
specific institutional arrangements are found which are intended to 
reduce male sexual anxieties. They conclude that a strong early primary 
attachment to the mother will generally produce sexual insecurity in 
males. Benson (1968) concludes that helping the child transfer from 
the stage of maternal management of his affairs to self-management 
becomes a critical role for the father, a task that the weak father 
performs poorly. 
It has been found that children will identify more readily with the 
parent they perceive as being more powerful (Hetherington and Brackbill, 
1963). In a study of kindergarten boys, Mussen and Distler (1959) 
found that those who identified more strongly with their fathers also 
viewed their fathers as being powerful sources of both reward and 
punishment. Slater (1961) a:lso found that a combination of affection 
and firm discipline were most conducive to paternal identification. 
Eisenberg (1957) found that of one hundred autistic children, eighty-
five had fathers who were cold, rigid, and unaffectionate in their 
relations with the members of their families. 
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The importance of the father-son relationship in relation to 
delinquency and its prevention has been shown by various investigators. 
Aichhorn (1936), Menaker (1939) and Slauson (1943) found that when a 
positive stable father-son relationship could be established, the delin-
quent was more likely to be rehabilitated than were delinquents with a 
poor paternal relationship. It was concluded that the relationship 
between the delinquent and his father produced an emotional bond which 
provided the basis for the·eventual extinction of anti-social acts. It 
further aided the delinquent in his process of socialization and his 
ultimate return to society as a productive citizen. 
In their research on father-son interaction, McCord, McCord and 
Howard (1961) and Cohen (1955) found that paternal rejection is not only 
one of the most significant contributors to delinquent behavior, but it 
is also devastating to the son's self-concept. Through years of 
research, the Gluecks (1950) have found that paternal rejection is so 
important that it can be used as a vari.able to predict delinquent 
behavior. The young boy who is constantly subjected to paternal rejec-
tion and derision has little chance of developing a self-concept strong 
enough both to assume an adequate masculine role and to develop an 
adequate s.ex-role identification. 
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The actual relationship between self-concept and delinquent behav-
ior has not been fully explored, even though it appears worthy of 
attention (Amos, 1963). Theoretically,. a realistic self-concept should 
aid young people in avoiding delinquency, while unreal or exaggerated 
concepts of self may actually assist in the development of a delinquent 
individual. The-child who is without a realistic self-concept is less 
well qualified to resist the poor environment, poor companions,. and poor 
family life than is a child with a "healthy" and more realistic self-
concept •. Deitche (1959), Atchison (1958), Lefeber (1965), and Kim 
(1968), in cross-cultural studies of delinquents,. found that delinquents 
from various cultures do not have positive self-concepts. Consequently, 
they are continually striving to prove themselves to those around them 
through anti-social behavior. 
Additional research has found that a child's opinion and acceptance 
of himself are positively related to the opinion and acceptance his 
parents have of him (Maxwell, Dales and Walters, 1969). Cavan (1962) 
found that the father will normally pass on to his sons· the same self-
concept and role of the adult male which he himself possesses. Jourard 
and Remy (1955) demonstrated that the self-regard and adjustment of a 
child are significantly related to the feelings of his parents. Becker 
and associates (1964) found that a positive relationship between the 
parents' self-concept and the behavior problems.of their children. 
Bowlby (1950) found that unstable parents who do not.want their child 
may provide the factors necessary to precipitate delinquency. The 
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Gluecks (1970) found that their worst delinquents came from homes where 
the family lacked strong self-concepts. 
The personality characteristics of parents are influential in 
determining the behavior and personality of their children (Aberle and 
Naegele, 1952). Radke (1946) points out that the type of behavior 
exhibited by the parent actually has more influence on the child than 
the type of discipline used. The research by Bandura, Ross and Ross 
(1961) supports this conclusion by showing that highly aggressive chil-
dren had been exposed to highly aggressive models. Becker and associates 
(1964) suggest that the healthy self-concept of the father may be even 
more critical than that of the mother in determining the types of per-
sonality problems of the children. 
Andry (1960) found that one group of delinquents he studied believed 
that their mothers were embarrassed to show open affection, while the 
vast majority of the non-delinquents did not feel this way about their 
mothers. Andry also foun.d that the majority of the delinquents thought 
that their fathers were embarrassed to show open affection whereas the 
majority of the non-delinquents felt that just the opposite was true of 
their fathers. More than half of the delinquents stated that they were 
also embarrassed to show open affection for their parents, while the 
greater majority of the non-delinquents were not embarrassed to show 
open affection for their parents. 
In a study of self-dislike, Brodbeck and Perlmetter (1954) found 
that self-dislike in children was the result of conflicting parent-
child relationships. It has also been found that boys who suffer from 
self-devaluation uniformly have a lower sense of worth as a person and 
as a family. Cavan (1960) also found that well-adjusted fathers had 
better parent-child communication than did poorly adjusted ones. 
Fathers' Influence on Sons' Peer Relations 
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In his research, Benson (1968) has found that the father is of 
importance in determining the son's acceptance in the peer group because 
he promotes the masculine habits that enhance or interfere with his 
peer-group acceptance. Carlson (1963) concluded that children who 
identified with their parents were more readily acceptable to their 
peers as well as being more self~accepting and less dependent upon 
social relationships than children who failed to identify with their 
parents. 
Helper (1955) noted that boys who made a conscious effort to model 
themseives after their fathers. were generally rated high in peer social 
acceptance and adjustment. A son's warm relationship with his father 
was found by Hoffman (1961) to be aonducive to good peer adjustment. In 
working with boys who perceived themselves to be more like their fathers 
than their mothers, Gray (1959) was able to find a correlation with good 
peer-group acceptance. 
Mussen (1956) and Gray (1959) found that boys who were identified 
with their fathers were also found to be "better adjusted and more 
smooth" in social functioning. The findings of Lynn and Sawrey (1959) 
show that poor father-son relations are related to poor peer acceptance 
and adjustment. Aberle and Naegele (1952) found that boys whose fathers 
were pleased with them performed better in school and were more emotion-
ally stable. A positive attitude toward the parent of the same sex is 
22 
important for the establishment of acceptable relationships with one's 
peers (Cox, 1962). 
Effects of Personality Characteristics 
of Parents 
Investigators have assumed that the personality of the parent will, 
in part, determine not only the manner in which he teaches his child, 
but also the subsequent development of the child. Parents who are 
rejecting, emotionally unstable, and cold do not provide either adequate 
or proper discipline for their children (Becker, Peterson, Hellmer, 
Shoemaker, and Quay, 1964). In a study of personality characteristics 
in fathers, Bloqk (1955) found that the fathers who preferred restrictive 
methods of discipline were suspicious,. constricted, and submissive. 
Fathers who were more permissive in their methods of child guidance 
were found to be more self-confident, self-reliant and dominant. How-
ever, Block cautions that his sample did not contain the highly permis-
sive parent, who he suggested might also produce personality inadequa·-
cies. 
In a study of parental attitudes and child adjustment, Peterson 
et al. (1959) found that children who had adjustment problems had par-
ents who were no.t -well-.adjusted and who• were less sociable than parents 
whose-children had,no major adjustment problems. Baumrind (1967) found 
that children of parents who were less affectionate and minimumly in-
volved with their children were also likely to behave less acceptably 
while with their peers. The children of these parents were found to be 
more insecure, apprehensive, expressive of negative behavior, and more 
likely to become hostile in stressful situations. 
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Another factor related to parent-child relationships and listed by 
some investigators as closely related toanti-social behavior is that 
of discipline. Slater (1961) suggests that discipline and nuturance are 
positively related to good behavioral adjustment in children. Shore 
(1971) believes that disciplinary techniques within a family lead to 
the development or lack of development of self-discipline within the 
individual. The Gluecks (1950) list discipline by thefather, super-
vision by the mother, affection from both, and cohesiveness of the fam-
ily as most important for predicting future delinquent behavior •. 
In their study of delinquency, the McCords (1956) found that con-
sistant discipline, whether punitive or love-oriented, tended to prevent 
criminality. However, erratic punitive punishment was correlated with 
every type of crime. In a study of the effects of·parental discipline, 
Bandura and Walters (1959) also found erratic discipline to be related 
to delinquent behavior. 
In SUIIDila.ry, it is evident that fathers significantly influence the 
clevelopment of children.in self-concept,. assertive behavior, personality 
adjustment, peer acceptance,. socialization, delinquency, sex-role iden-
tification, anomie, and emotional stability. The need to study fathers 
as•crucial contributors to the developing personalities and socialization 
of the;i.r children is vital in understanding·the,etiology of delinquent 
behavior. 
CHAPTER III 
PROCEDURE 
Criteria for Selection of Subjects 
The sample for this study was composed of.330 ninth-through• 
twelfth grade male students enrolled in two. high schools in central 
Oklahoma and a 'state boys school for delinquent youth in Oklahoma during 
March of 1974. The respondents ranged from 14 to 18 years of age, with 
a mean age-of. 16.5 years. The sample was divided into two primary 
groups: (1) delinquents who were incarcerated at a state boys school; 
and (2) non-delinquents who were enrolled in two public high schools. 
It ,was assumed that the vast majority of the youth who were not incar-
cerated were non-delinquents. 
The number of respondents from the delinquent group was 156. 
However, there were three reasons for which questionnaires were eli,-
minated: (1) respondents who before the age of eight had never lived 
with either their father or with another adult male; (2) respondents who 
did .not complete the questionnaire; and (3) respondents who falsified 
their answers, as deter-mined by responses to a Lie Scale. After elimi-
nation of questionnaires for oneor more of these threereasons, the 
delinquent sample was reduced to 118. The number of respondents in the 
non-delinquent sample w.as 354. After elimination of the unusable 
questionnaires, the non1delinquent sample was redaced to 212 with the 
. J ;, 
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major cause of elimination being incompleted questionnaires. All of the 
respondents used in this study were born in the United States. 
The Instruments 
Background Information 
The questionnaire (see Appendix A) utilized was designed to obtain 
the following information: (a) age; (b) race; (c) degree of perceived 
masculinity of the father or father figure; (d) type of physical 
punishment used by the father; (e) perceived closeness to the father; 
(f) father's love of respondent; (g) amount of time the father desired 
to spend with the respondent; (h) parental influence; (i) which parent 
guided the family; (j) agent of discipline; (k) degree of self-perceived 
masculinity; (1) parents' marital status; (m) with whom th~ .respondent 
had resided ·primarily; (n)·childhood happiness; (o)·the father's ed~ 
ucational level; (p) personal anomie; 'aric;l' (q) parental identification. 
Lie Scale 
A Lie Scalewas developed to eliminate from the study those subjects 
who responded ina highly conventional manner and who apparently attempt-
ed to falsify their responses by selecting alternatives which they felt 
were socially desirable .• Five questions or statements were used for 
this purpose. They were: 
(a) I have never had any reason to be angry With either of my 
parents. 
(b) There are times when my parents do things that make me: unhappy. 
(c) I have never done anything which I was ashamed of. 
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(d) Sometimes I can't help worrying, even though I know it doesn't 
do any good. 
(e) I am constantly amazed at how well my parents understand me. 
These items were randomly placed throughout the information section of 
the questionnai:re. Respondents who falsified a favorable answer on 
three or more of the items had their quesionnaires excluded from the 
analysis of the data. The rationale underlying this procedure rested 
on the assumption that if falsifying occurred on these items, falsifying 
eould have occurred on the major items of the instrument. These ques-
tions were selected after a careful review of the literature on conven-
tionality of responses on questionnaires and lie scales. 
Attitudes Toward Parents Scale. (Form F) 
The instrument, Attitudes Tow~rd Parents Scale (Form F), was 
develo1>ed by Itkin (1952) as part of a battery of scales to measure 
attitudes related .to the family. It consisted of 34 items: 11 were 
true-false-undecided; seven were multiple choice; and 16 were person-
ality traits. The true-fals.e-undecided questions were rated on a 
three-point scale,. i,.e., 4, 3, 2, (see Appendix C), the multiple choice 
items were rated on a five-point scale, i.e., 5,, 4, 3., 2, 1 (see Appendix 
C), and the per-sonality traits were rated on a five-point scale, i.e., 
5, 4, 3, 2, 1 (see Appendix C) from·"possesses to a very great degree 1' 
to "possesses to a very slight degree or n:ot at all." This rating scale 
was designed and established by Itkin (1952 and 1955) who has discussed 
its reliability (.96) and validity elsewhere. 
The respondent's attitude score was the sum of the values for each 
item selected. The theoretical scores could have ranged from a low of 
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34 points. to a high of 154 point1:1. A high score indicated a favorable 
attitude toward the respondent's father. 
The weighting system devised by Itkin (1952) was used to determine 
the respondent's attitude toward µis father or father surrogate for each 
response. Responses to the true-false-4ndecided questions which were 
adjudged .to be favorable were give,n a value of four; the undecided r.e-
sponse was given a va1ue of three. while the unfavorable response was 
given a value of two. Responses to the multipl~ choice questions which 
were adjudged to be very favorable were assigned a value of five; those 
which were favorable responses were assigned a value of four; those 
responses which were deemed neutral or average were given a value of 
three;. those responses which were unfavorable were given a value of two; 
the remaining responses which were very unfavorable were assigned a value 
of one. The personality traits were rated -0n a five-point scale from 
"possesses to a very great degree" to "possesses toa very slight degree 
or not at all." The value of five was assigned to the very favorable 
response, while the value of one was assigned to the very unfavorable 
response. 
The attitude score was calculated by summing the values assigned 
to each of the responses. to the 34 items. The key utilized in scoring 
each questionnaire is the number in each response .blank of the question-
naire (see Appendix B). Since the responses were recorded on IBM scan 
cards, it ~as possible to have them scorid at the Computer Center, 
Oklahoma State University, Stillwater, Oklahoma. 
In a study of Oklahoma youth, utilizing Itkin's Attitudes Toward 
Parents Scale (Form F), Towrey (1972) undertook an item analysis o.f the 
responses of 227 youth, and it was found that Itkin's Attitudes Toward 
28 
Parents .~. (Form F). significantly differentiat~d between those sub-
jects who scored in the upper quartile from those subjects who scored in 
the lower quartile onthebasis of total scores. All items were found 
tD be significantly discriminating at the .001 level, suggesting its 
usefulness with adolescents of the age groups represented in the present 
study. 
Itkin' s Attitudes Toward Parents Scale. (Form F). was grammatically 
modified specifically for the delinquent youth after consultation with 
the officials at the state ,J.,oys school. Items which contained words 
which were dee.med too difficult fot some of the delinquent subjects were 
modified slightly. One multiple choice question was -eliminated from the 
test instrument. These changes were not deemed significant enough to 
affect the validity or reliability of the instrument. 
The Anomie Scale 
An Anomie Scale was developed because of the suggested relevance of 
anomie to delinquency as indicated. in the literature. Since existing 
measures of anomie did not appear to be suitable for the sample utilized, 
following a careful review of the literature, an anomie scale was devel-
oped containing the following items: 
(a) Do yow feel that you ha've control over what is going to happen 
to you during your life? 
(b) Do you feel that there is someone outside your fami1y you can 
count on when·you really need help? 
(c) Do you feel that your life is meaningless and a waste of time? 
(d) Do you have specific goals that you are working for in life? 
(e) Do you feel that you have never succeeded at anything? 
29 
When an item analysis was undertaken, utilizing x2, -to determine 
whether these items discriminated criteria groups composed of high scor-
ing youth, Ql, and low scoring youth, Q4, all of the items proved tobe 
statistically significant beyond the_ .001 level, indicating their use-
fulness in a study of this nature (see Appendix D). 
The Father Identification Scale 
A Father_ Identification Scale was developed because of the rele-
vance of father identification to delinquency as indicated in the 
· literature. Because existing measures of father identification did not 
appear to be suitable for the respondents utilized, following a careful 
review of .the literature, a father identification scale was developed 
containing the following i terns: 
(1) You have just won a trip to Hawaii for you and one of your 
parents. Which one will you choose to take? 
(2) You have been falsely accused of stealing money. Which parent 
will you go to for help? 
(3) If you were sad, which of your parents would yo4_go to to 
cheer you up? 
(4) If you had just had a fight with your best friend, which of 
your parents would you tell? 
(5) If you got V. D., which of your parents would you ask for 
advice? 
(6) Who would ,you rather discuss your problems with? 
When an item analysis was undertaken, utilizing x2, to determine 
whether these items discriminated between criteria groups composed of 
high scoring youth, Ql, and low scoring ·youth, Q4, all of the it.ems were 
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·found to be·Statisticaliy significant beyond the .001 level, indicating 
theit liSetJ.i.1ness in a study of this nature (see Appendix E). 
Administration gf fu Ina,trument 
When the cooperation of the principal was received, the school was 
sent the appropriate number of questionnaires and a set of instructions 
(see Appendix B) designed by the investigator. After the questionnaire 
was administered to the subjects, during their English classes, the 
instrument was collected by the investigator. These data were collected 
during the first and third weeks of March,, 1974~ .at the three instit.u::.. 
tions previously mentioned. 
Analysis.of the Data 
In this study, the Kruskal-Wallis one-way analysis. of variance was 
used to examine hypotheses involving comparisons of three or more inde-
pendent group~. When a significant dif.ference · was found among the 
groups, a Mann-Whitney U testwas then used to compare each of the groups 
with the others. Chi·Square analyses were utilized whenever comparisons 
were made involving nominal level data. 
CHAPTER IV 
:FINDINGS· 
A description of the background characteristics of the 330 res-
pond~nts is presented in Table I. The all-male sample consisted of 57 
blacks and 273 non~blacks. The non-black portion of the sampl~ contained 
27 of American Indian descent and two of Latin descent. The majority 
(67.8%) pf the sample was classified as non-delinq~ent. In using the 
father's educational level as a measure of social class, the majority 
of the respondents was classed as lower middle class or below. 1 
Family Relationships Information 
In addition to the background information, the questionnaire also 
contained items concerning the respondents' perceptions of their family 
relationships (see Table II). The following are the major differences 
of the subjects' responses. The majority of the black (70.4%) and non-
black (44. 7%) delinquents indicated that their fathers ~ very highly 
masculine, while the majority of the non-delinquent 
1Because of the high relationship (r = .85) between the level of 
father education and social status as measured by the McGuire-White 
(1958) Measurement of Social Status, it was decided to use the level 
of father education as a round measure of social class. Respondents 
frequently provided insufficient information concerning the exact nature 
of their father's occupation and insufficient information concerning 
the source of income of the family to make an accurate social status 
classification possible, 
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TABLE I 
BACKGROUND CHARACTERISTICS OF TH~ S~JECTS 
Delinquent Non-Delinquent 
Black Non-black Black Non-Black 
N = 28 N = 90 N = 29 N = 183 
N % N % N % N % 
Age 
14-16 14 50.0 49 54.4' 19 65.5 104 5,7 .8 
17-18 . 14 . 50.0 41 45.6 10 34.5 76 4.2 
Father!• s Education 
Below grade 8 8 33.3 40 51.3 10 34.5 38 21.6 
Grades 9-12 or 
Highschool graduate 14 58.3 24 30.8 14 48.3 99 56.3 
1-3 years college or 
College graduate 2 8.3 14 17 .9 - 5 17.2 39 22.2 
Father Absence 
Yes 25 100 84 . 100 29 100 170 96.6 
No 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 0.0 7 4.0 
Parent's Marital Status 
Married and living 
Together 12 44.4 45 52.9 23 85.2 143 80.8 
Separated or divorced 11 4.0. 7 29 34.1 2 7 .4 27 15.3 
One or both dead 4 14.8 . 11 12. 9 2 7 .4 7 4.0 
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TABLE II 
SUBJECTS' RATINGS OF THEIR FAMl:LY REI.ATIONSHIPS 
Delinquents Non-Delinquents 
Description N == 118 N= 212 
· -B-1-ack- Non-·&lack- ·B-1-aek · Non;_·B-1-ack 
N % N % N % N % 
Masculinity of Father. 
Very high 19 17 .4 42 · 44. 7 15 51. 7 49 27 .l 
Above average 3 11.1 . 17 19.3 9 31.0 60 33. l 
Average or below 5 18.5 29 33.0 .5 17. 2 72 39.8 
Masculinity of 
Res12ondent 
Very high. 11 39.3 9 10.2 13 44.8 25 13.7 
Above average 6 21.4 10 11.4 7 24.1 36 19.8 
Average or below 11 39.3 69 74.4 ·9 31.0 121 66.5 
.!XE!:. of Physical 
Punishment by Father 
None 10 37.5 31 34.8 18 62.1 63 34.6 
Moderate spanking 14 50.0 35 39.3 5 17. 2 7_9 43.4 
Beating 4 14.3 23 25.8 ·. 6. 33.3 40 22.0 
.~ of Physical· 
Punishment ~ Mother 
None 12 42.9 47 52.8 13 44.8 89 48.9 
Moderate spanking 10 35.7 34 38.2 11 37.9 74 40.7 
· Beating -6 21.4 8 9.0 5 17 .2 19 10.4 
Childhood Ha1212iness 
Very happy 9. 32.1 20 22.5 12 41.1 ·. 54 29. 7. 
Above average 3 10.7 7 . 7 •. 9 6 20.7 44 24.2 
Average or below 16. 57 .1 62 69. 7 . 11 37.9 84 46.2 
Head of-~ Family 
'Father 9 32.1 33 37. 1 10. · 34.5 72 39.8 
' Mother and Father 9 · 32.1 37 41.6 16 55. 2. 92 50.8 
Mother 10 35.7 19 21.3 3 10.3 17 9.4 
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TABLE II (CONTINUED) 
Delinquents Non-Delinquents 
Description N = 118 N:= 212 
Black Non-Black Black Non-Black 
N % N % N % N % 
Main Source of 
~ipline 
Father 10 37. 0 63 70.0 16 55.2 142 78.9 
Mother 15 55.6 23 25.6 12 41.4 34 18.9 
Other 2 7 .4 4 4.4 1 3.4 4 2.2 
~ Influencin8 
Parent 
Mother and Father 
equally 13 46.4 38 44.7 16 55.2 94 51. 9 
Mother 14 50.0 24, 28.2 12 41.4 30 16.6 
Father 1 3.6 23 27 .1 1 3.4 57 31.5 
Fatheras Discipline 
Fair 15 58.6 47 52.8 19 65.5 105 58.7 
Too soft 5 17. 9 16 18.0 3 10.3 20 11. 2 
Too hard l or incon-
sistant 8 28.6 26 29.2 7 24.1 54 30.2 
Father!s Love to 
_Respo;nden-r-- -
Very much 14 50.0 46 51. 7 18 62.1 83 45.6 
Above average 0 o.o 11 12.4 6 20. 7 41 22.5 
Average or below 14 50.0 32 36.0 5 17. 2 58 31. 9 
Mother's Love to 
Res;eoni:len-t - -
Very much 4 14.3 11 12.4 5 17. 2 12 6.7 
Above average. 14 50.0 44 99.2 17 58.6 92 51.4 
Average or below 10 35.7 34 38.2 7 24.1 75 41. 9 
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blacks (51.7%) indicated that their fathers·~ very highly masculine. 
However, the major proportion of ·the non-bl·a.ck non-delinquents (39.8%) 
indicated that their father.s ~ere. of average masculinity or below. 
An equal number of black, delinquents (39. 3%) rated themselves as· 
very highly masculine and average .2E. below in masculinity (39. 3%). The 
. majority of the non-black delinquents (74.4%) rated themselves average 
or below average in masculinity. The greatest proportion of the black 
non-delinquents (44.8%) indicated that they were of very high mascu-
iinity, while the majority of .tqe non-black non-delinquents (66.5%) 
indicated that they were of average .2E. below in masculinity~ 
The type of physical punishment usually received from their fathers 
was classifed as moderate spanking by the major proportion of the black 
delinquents (50 .0%) and the non-bla.ck delinquents (38. 9%). The majority 
of the non-delinquent blacks (62.1%) indicated that their fathers did 
~ physically punish them, while the greatest proportion of the non-
black non-delinquents (43.1%) indicated that they received moderate 
spanking from their fathers. 
The type of physical punishment that the major proportion of the 
black (42.9%) and non-black delinquents (52.2%) received from their 
mothers. was ~' while 35 percent of the black delinquents and 39 per-
cent of t.he non-black delinquents indicated that they usually received 
a moderate spanking from their mothers. The largest proportion of the 
black non-delinquents (44.8%) and non-black non-delinquents (49.2%) 
indicate<l that they received g£ physical punishment from their mothers, 
while 38 percent of the black non-delinquents and 40 percent of the non-
black non-delinquents reported that they usually received a moderate 
spanking from their mothers. 
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±he majority of both black (57.1%) and non-black (67.7%) delinquents 
indicated that their childhood happiness had been average £E. below, The 
major proportion of black non-delinquents (41.4%) indicated that their 
childhood had been above average in happiness, while the major propor-
tion of the non-black non-delinquents (46.2%0 indicated that their 
childhood had been. average £E. below in happiness. 
A nearly equal distribution of the black delinquents was found as 
to who guided the family, with the largest proportion (35.7%) indica-
ting that their mother guided the family. The major proportion of the 
non-black delinquents (41.6%) indicated that their mother~ father· 
equally guided the family. The majority of both the black (55.2%) and 
non-black (50.8%) non-delinquents indicated that their father and mother 
guided the family. 
The majority of the black delinquents (55.6%) indicated that the 
primary agent of discipline in their home was their mother. The 
majority of the non-black delinquents (70.0%};·'.i!rlliltca,t·ed"Cthat .fathers 
were the main source of discipline. The majority of both the black 
(55.2%) and non-black (78.9%) non-delinquents said that their father 
was the main source of discipline. 
The majority of the black delinquents (50.0%) indicated that their 
mother had been the parent of major influence in their lives, while the 
major proportion of the non-black delinquents (44.7%) indicated that 
their mother and father equ~lly had been of influence. The majority 
of both black (55.2%) and non-black (51,9%) non-delinquents reported 
that their mother and father had been of equal influence in their lives. 
The majority of both black (58.6%) and non-black (52.2%) delinquents 
indicated that their father's discipline of them had been fair. 
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The black delinquents were equally split as to how much their father 
loved them, with 50 percent indicating very much and 50 percent indica-
ting average.£!:, below. The majority of the non-black delinquents (62.9%) 
indicated that they were loved very much by their fathers .. The majority 
of the black non-delinquents (62.1%) reported that they were very~ 
loved by their fathers, while the major proportion of the,non-black 
non-delinquents (45.6%) :f-ndicated that they were loved very~ by 
their fathers. 
The major proportion of both black (50.0%) and non-black (49.2%) 
delinquents indicated that they wer.e loved by their mothers above 
a~erage. The majority of both black (58.6%) and non-black (51.8%) non-
delinquents reported that they were loved by their mothers above average. 
The major proportion of both black (50.0%) and non-black (50.0%) 
del:Lnquents indicated they knew what puo.ishment would·result·in their 
home for· wtoo.g doing. The,·majo1,ity of. the b~ack (58 .. 6%) .and: non-black 
non-de.linquents .. (50.8%) )also .indicated they knew w!iat punishment., they 
would receive in their homes for wrong.doing. 
Section.I 
Summary of Responses to the Attitudes 
Tpward Parents Scale (Form F) 
The subjects' responses to the modification of Itkin's Attitudes 
Toward Parents Scale (Form F) are presented in Tables III, IV, V, and 
VI. The majority of the subjects (delinquent and non-delinquent) re-
sponded true to the following items: 
"I would consider myself very close to my father.~· 
. - --·- --- ------ -
Item 
1. I consider myself very close 
to my father. 
2. My father generally has good 
.reasons~for any requests he 
might make. 
3. I would like ao be the same 
kind of parent that my 
father has been. 
4. I believe that my father 
doesn't knowhow much I 
can do. 
5. I believe that.my father 
finds fault with me more 
than I, deserve, he never 
seems to like anything I do. 
TABLE III 
RESPONSES TO ITKIN1 S ATTITUDES TOWARD PARENTS 
SCALE (~ :[) SECTION I· . 
Black Delinquents 
N = 28 
True Undecided __ ·False True 
N %. N: % N ~" % N --
12 42.86 7 25.00 9 32.14 13 
18 64.29 5 17 .86 22 75.86 2 
9 32.14 10 35. 71 9 31. 03 3 
17 60. 71 6 21.43 5 17 ,86 17 
5 17 .86 5 17 .86 18 64.29 6 
Black Non-Delinquents 
N = 29 
Undecided False 
% N:.": %'.; N::: % 
44.83 7 31.03 9 24.14 
6.90 5 17. 24 5 17. 24 
10.34 17 58. 62 17 58.62 
58.62 2 6.90 10 34.48 
20.69 .4 13. 79 19 65.52 
w 
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TABLE III (CONTINUED) 
Black Delinquents Black Non-Delinquents 
N == 28 N = 29 
True Undecided False True Undecided False 
- --· 
........_._ 
N % N 1o N % N % N % N % 
6. I believe that my father has 
little respect for my 
opinions. 10 35. 71 5 17 .86 13 46.43 8 27. 59 3 10.34 18 62.07 
7. In my estimation, my father 
is not greatly interested 
in whether or not I have 
friends. 7 25.00 5 17. 86 16 57 .14 5 17. 24 6 20. 69 18 62. 07 
8. In my judgment, my 
father did not treat me 
fairly when I was young. 7 25.00 6 21.43 15 53.57 4 13. 79 0 o.o 25 86.21 
9. I believe that my father is 
one of the best persons I 
know. 17 . 60. 71 4 14.29 7 25.00 19 65.52 3 10.34 7 24.14 
10.My father has been one of 
the best friends I have 
ever had. 15 53.57 8 17. 86 5 28.57 16 55.17 5 17.24 · 8 27 .• 59 
vJ. 
\D 
Item 
11. My father considers the 
rearing.of his children 
his most important job 
in life. 
N 
14 
TABLE III (CONTINUED) 
Black Delinquents 
N = 28 
T:r:ue Undecided False 
% N % N % 
50.00 6 21.43 8 28.57 
True 
N 
16 
Black Non-Delinquents 
N = 29 
Undecided False 
% N 'Yo N % 
55.17 4 13.79 9 31.03 
:i::--
0 
Item 
1. I consider myself very 
close to my father. 
2. My father generally has 
good reasons for any 
requests he might make. 
3. I would like to be the same 
kind of parent my father 
has been. 
4. I. believe that my father 
does not know how much 
I can do. 
5. I believe my father finds 
fault with me more than I 
deserve, he never seems to 
like anything I do. 
TABLE IV 
RESPONSES TO ITKIN1 S ATTITUDES TOWARD PARENTS 
SCALE(~!,) SECTION=! 
Non-Black Delinquents 
N = 90 
Non-Black Non-D~linquents 
N = 183 
True Undecided False True Undecided False 
-
- -N %. N % N % N % N % N % 
54 60.00 20 22.22 16 17. 78 100 54.64 49 26;1s:- 34 18.58 
65 72.22 10 11.11 15 16.67 133 72.62 28 15.30 21 11.48 
39 43.33 11 12.22 40 44.44 65 35.52 57 31.15 61 33.33 
38 42.22 17 18.89 35 38.89 85 46.45 44 24.04 54 29. 51 
27 30.00 12 13.33 51 56. 67 56 30.60 42 22. 95 84 45.90 
~ 
I-' 
TABLE IV (CONTINUED) 
Non-Black Delinquents Non-Black Non-Delinquents 
Item· N = 90 N = 183 
True Undecided False True Undecided False 
N % N % N % N % N % N % 
6. I.believe that my father 
has little respect for my 
opinions. 30 33.33 21 13.33 39 43.33 54 29.51 50 27.32 79 43.17 
7. I~ my estimation, my father 
is not greatly interested 
in whether or not I have 
friends. 23 25.56 15 16. 67 52 57. 78 36 19.67 48 26.23 99 54.10 
8. I~ my judgment,.my father 
did not treat me fairly 
when I was young. 24 26. 67 13 14.44 53 58.89 19 10.38 52 28. 52 111 60.66 
9. I believe that my father is 
one of the best -persons~.!. · · 
know. 56 62.22 13 14.44 21 23.33 109 59.56 45 24.59 29 15.85 
10. My father has been one of 
the best friends I have. 50 55.56 15 16.67 25 27.78 87 47.54 49 26. 78 46 25.14 
11. My father considers the 
rearing of his children his 
most important job in life. 50 55.56 14 15.56 16 28.89 111 60.66 40 21.86 32 17 .49 ·, 
.~ 
.p,. 
NI. 
1. 
2. 
TABLE V 
RESPONSES TO ITKIN1 S ATTITUDES TOWARD PARENTS 
SCALE (FORM!) SECTION II 
Black 
N = 57 
Non-Black 
. -~-273~: 
Item Delinquent Non-Delinquent Delinquent Non ... Delinqu~nt 
N % N % N % N % 
My father takes interest in everythi~g 
:that ,.concerns his children: 
Takes a very great interest 10 35. 71 16 55.17 49 54.44 78 42.62 
Takes a moderate interest 8 28.57 9 31. 03 13 14.44 57 31.15 
Takes average interest 1 3.57 1 3.45 14 15.56 32 17 .49 
Takes little interest 3 10. 71 0 o.o 10 11.11 9 4.92 
Takes no interest 6 21.43 3 10.34 4 4.44 7 3.83 
I get along with my father: 
" 
Very well 11 39.29 9 31. 03 45 50.00 51 27 .87 
Well 6 21.~3 14 48.28 13 14.44 70 38.25 
Fairly well 6 21.43 4 13. 79 17 18.89 38 20.77 
Not very well 2 7.14 1 3.45 9 10.00 14 7.65 
.p. 
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TABLE V (CONTINUED) 
Black Non-Black 
Item N = 57 N = 273 Delinquent Non-Delinquent Delinquent Non;;..Deliilq~ent 
N % N % N % N % 
Not at all 3 10. 71 1 3.45 6 6.67 10 5.46. 
3. I trust my father enough to: 
Feel free to ask him personal questions 11 39.29 9 32.03 42 46.67 42 22.95 
Often ask him personal questions 3 10. 71 5 17. 24 8 8.89 25 13.66 
Sometimes ask him personal questions 6 21.43 6 20.69 16 17. 78 51 27. 87 
Rarely if ever ask him personal questions 2 7 .14 3 10.34 15 16.67 39 21. 31 
Wouldn't think of asking him any personal 
questions 6 21.43 6 20.69 9 10.00 26 14.21 
4. Check which of the following best describes 
your feelings for your father: 
I like my father very much 16 57 .14 14 48.28 59 65.56 99 54.10 
I like my father 6 21.43 12 41.38 8 8.89 54 29.51 
I neither like nor dislike my father 4 14.29 2 6.90 17 18.89 18 9.84 
.i::-
I dislike my father 0 o.oo 0 o.oo 4 4.44 3 1. 64 .i::-
TABLE V (CONTINUED) 
Black Non-Delinquent 
Item N = 57 N = 273 
Delinquent Non-Delinquent Delinquent Non-Delinquent 
N % N fa N % N % 
I dislike my father very much 2 7 .14 1 3.45 2 2.22 9 4.92 
5. Check whichever of the following descrip-
tions most nearly fits your father: 
Is always critical of his children 6 21.43 )9 31. 03 22 24.44 30 16.39 
Is sometimes .:critical of his children 7 25.00 6 20.69 15 16, 67 59 32.24 
Is not ve-,:y critical of his children 5 17 .86 4 13. 79 14 15.56 20 10.93 
Sometimes shows pleasure at what his 
children do 5 17. 86 4 13. 79 19 21.11 33 18.03 
Very often shows pleasure 5 17 .86 6 20.69 20 22.22 41 22.40 
6. My father does little things for his 
children to show affection or consideration. 
Never does 6 21.43 1 3.45 10 11.11 8 4.37 
Seldom does 3 10. 71 4 13. 79 10 11.11 23 12.57 
Sometimes does 7 25.00 9 31. 03 24 26. 67 59 32.24 
+" 
I.Ji· 
TABLE V (CONTINUED) 
Black 
Item N = 57 
Delinquent Non-Delinquent 
N % N % 
Often does 4 14. 29, 10 34.48 
Is always doing 8 28.57 5 17 .24 
7. In my opinion, my father: 
wants his children around all the time 8 28.57 5 17 .24 
Wants to spend some of his time with them 12 42.86 20 68. 97 
Lfkes to spend a little of his time 6 21.43 4 13. 79 
Does not like to spend time 1 3.57 0 o.oo 
Dislikes very much spending any time 1 3.57 0 o.oo 
Non-Delinquent 
N = 273 
Delitilqqent:: Non:..Beliilq~ent 
N % N % ,. 
24 26.67 58 31.69 
22 24.44 35 19.13 
27 30.00 27 14.7-S 
39 43.53 102 55. 74 
21 23.33 43 23.50 
.1 1.11 8 4.37 
2 2.22 3 1. 64 
~ 
0\ 
1. 
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TABLE VI 
RESPONSES TO ITKIN'S ATTITUDES TOWARD PARENTS 
SCALE(~!) SECTION III 
Black 
Trait ,N = 51._ . . Delinquent Non-Delinqu~nt 
·N '7o N % 
Fair 
Very great degree 11 39.29 12 41.38 
Greater than average degree 7 25.00 13 44.83 
Average degree 3 10. 71 3 10.34 
Less than average degree 3 10. 71 0 o.oo 
Very slight degree or not at all 4 14.29 1 3.45 
Selfish 
Very great degree 3 10. 71 2 6.90 
• ·· •• ,i,"' 
Greater tban average degree 3 10. 71 6 20. 69 · 
Average degree 4 14. 29 6 20.69 
Less than average degree 6 21.43 6 20.69 
Non-Black 
ij = 273_., 
m:dinquefit Non-Delinquent 
N % N % 
49 54.44 50 27 .32 _;..--
19 21.11 81 44.26 
18 20.00 33 18.08 
4 4.44 10 5.46 
0 o.oo 9 4.92 
6 6.67 8 4.37 
4 4.44 22:: 12.02 
12 13.33 23 12.57 
16 17. 78 52 28.42 
~· 
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TABLE VI, (CONTINUED) 
Black Non-Black 
Trait N = 57 N = 273 Delinquent Non-Delinquent Delinquent Non-Delinquent 
N % N % .N % N % 
Very slight degree or not at all 12 42.86 9 31. 03 52 57. 78 78 42.62 
3. Helpful 
Very great degree 3 10.71 4 13. 79 7 7.78 13 7.10 
Greaker than average degree 3 10. 71 8 27 .59 9 10.00 28 15.30 
Average degree 10 35.71 6 20.69 23 25,56 46 25.14 
Less than average degree 2 7 .14 1 3.45 20 22.22 33 18.03 
Very slight degree or not at all 10 35. 71 10 34.48 31 34.44 63 34.43 
4. Sarcastic 
Very great degree 10 35. 71 5 17. 24 30 33.33 35 19.13 
· Greater:_than av:erage degree 6 21.43 11 37. 93 24 26.67 64 34. 97 
Average degree 8 28.57 9 31. 03 18 20.00 57 31.15 
Less than average degree 2 7 .14 3 10.34 10 11.11 16 8.74 
Very slight degree or nob at all 2 7 .14 1 3.45 8 8.89 11 6.01 ;p.; 00 
TABLE VI (CONTINUED) 
Black Non-Black 
Trait N = 57 N = 273 Delinquent Non-DeliJ!quent Delinquent Non-D~linquent 
N % N % N % N % 
5. Consi<,lerate 
Very great degree 10 35. 71 12 41.38 48 53.33 76 41.53 
Greater than average degree 6 21.43 14 48.28 22 24.44 67 36.61 
Average degree 8 28.57 9 31. 03 9 10.00 20 10.93 
Less than average degree 5 17 .86 2 6.90 5 5.56 12 6.56 
Very slight degree or not at all 3 10. 71 0 o.oo 6 6.67 8 4.37 
6. )}ossy 
... 
Very great degree 2 7 .14 3 10.34 6 6.67 19 10.38 
Greater than average degree 3 10. 71 7 24.14 5 5.56 30 16.34 
Average degree 10 35. 71 6 20.69 23 25.56 40 21.86 
Less than average degree 6 21.43 9 31. 03 25 21. 1a 45 24.59 
Very slight degree or not at all 7 25.00 :4 13. 79 31 34.44 49 26. 78 
+:-
'° 
Tl).BLE VI (CONTINUED) 
Black Non-Black 
Trait N = 57 N = 273 Delinquent Non .. Delinquent Ddinquent Non-Delinquent 
N % N % N % N ·% 
7. Agreeable 
Very great degree 5 17 .86 7 24.14 31 34.44 59 32.24 
Greater than average degree 7 25.00 15 51. 72 28 31.11 76 41.53 
Average degree 8 28.57 4 13. 79 22 42.44 30 16.39 
Less than average degree 2 7 .14 0 o.oo 6 6.67 14 7.65 
Very. slight degree or not at all 6 21.43 3 10.34 3 3.33 4 2.19 
8. Kind 
Very great degree 3 10. 71 8 27 .59 16 17. 78 40 21.86 
Greater than average degree 2 7 .14 5 17 .24 13 14.44 44 24.04 
Average degree 10 35. 71 6 20.69 15 16.67 45 24.59 
Less than average degree 5 17. 86 6 20.69 28 31.11 35 19. 13 
Very slight degree or not at all 8 28.57 4 13. 79 18 20.00 19 10.38 
\.J1 
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TABLE VI (CONTINUED) 
.;;;;,.---·-------. 
Black Non-Black 
Trait N= 57 N = 223 Delinquent Non-Delinquent Delinquent Non-Delinquent 
N % N % N % N % 
9. ~vious 
Very great degree 5 17.86 7 24.14 32 35.56 35 19.13 
Greater than average defree 11 39.?9 9 31.03 21 23.33 72 39.34 
~verage degree 8 28.57 8 27 .59 19 21.11 52 28.42 
Less than aYerage degree 1 3.57 3 10.34 16 17. 78 8 4.37 
Very slight degree or not at all 1 10. 71 2 6.90 2 2.22 8 4.37 
10. Affectionate 
Very great degree 9 32.14 12 41.38 42 46.67 55 30.-05 
Greater than average degree ;9 32.14 10 34.48 17 18.89 75 40.98 
Average degree 7 25.00 3 10.34 24 26.67 42 22.95 
Less than average degree 0 o.oo 2 6.90 6 6.67 7 3.83 
Very slight degree or not at all 3 10. 71 2 6.90 1 1.11 4 2.19 
VI 
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TABLE VI (CONTINUED) 
Black Non-Black 
Trait N= 57 N = 273 Delinquent Non-D!?linquent Delinquent Non-Delinquent 
N % N % N % N % 
11. Understandin~ 
Very great degree 9 32.14 11 37. 93 36 40.00 -41 25.68 
Greater than average degree 8 28.57 14 48.28 17 18.89 57 31. 15 
Average degree 6 21.43 1 3.45 18 20.00 51 27 .87 
Less than average degree 2 7.14 2 6.90 15 16.67 20 10.93 
Very slight degree or not at all 3 10. 71 1 3.45 4 4.44 8 4.37 
12. Cold 
Very great degree 2 7 .14 3 10.34 4 4.44 9 4.92 
Greater than average degree 6 21.43 1 3.45 10 11.11 24 13.11 
Average degree 3 10. 71 11 37. 93 14 15.56 29 15.85 
Less than average degree 6 21.43 6 20.69 22 24.44 34 18.58 
Very slight degree or not at all u::. 39.29 :,8 27. 59 40 44~44 87 47.54 
\J1 
N 
~BLE VI (CONTINUED) 
Black Non-Black 
Trait N= 57 N = 273 Delinquent Non-Delinquent D~linquent Non-D~linquent 
N % N ,','/% N % N --% 
13. Suspicious. 
Very great degree 4 14.29 6 20,69 12 13.33 21 11,48 
Greater than average degree 5 17 .86 6 20.69 13 14.-44 31 16.94 
Average degree 7 25.00 7 24.14 22 24.44 - 51 28.96 
Less than average degree 4 14.29 4 13. 79 21 23. 33 · 48 26.23 
Very slight degree or not at all 8 28.57 6 20.69 22 24.44 30 16.39 
14. SYJllpathetic 
Very great degree 4 14.29 7 24.14 20 22.22 27 14. 75 
Greater than average degree 4 14.29 11 37 .93 22 24.44 59 32.24 
Ayerage degree 13 46.43 5 17 .24 23 25.56 52 28.4-2 
Less than average degree. 3 10. 71 2 6.90 17 18~89 28 15.30 
Very slight degree or not at all 4 14.29 4 13. 79 8 8.89 17 9.29 
IJ1 
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TABLE VI (CONTINUED) 
Black Non-Black 
Trait N = 57 N = 273 Delinquent Non-Delinquent Delinquent Non-DeHnqqent 
N % N % N % N: % 
15. Courteous 
Very great degree 5 17. 86 11 37. 93 28 31.11 50 27 .32 
Greater than average degree 11 39.29 11 37. 93 22 24.44 61 33.33 
Ayerage degree 9 32.14 4 13. 79 21 23.33 46. 35!14 
Less than average degree 0 o.oo 0 o.oo 13 14.44 15 8.20 
Very slight degree or not at all 3 10. 71 3 10.34 6 6.67 11 6.01 
16. Trustful 
Very great degree 8 28.57 1,'L 51. 72 47 52.22 78 42.62 
Greater than average degree 12 42.86 6 20.69 11 12.22 57 31.15 
Average degree 3 10. 71 6 20.69 16 17. 78 29 15.85 
Less than average degree 2 7 .14 -1 3.45 10 11.11 6 3.28 
Very slight degree or not at all 3 10. 71 1 3.45 6 6.67 13 . 7 ~ 10 
V:l 
.i::,.. 
''My father generally has good reasons for any request he might 
make." 
"I believe that my father is one of the best persons I know." 
55 
''My father considers the rearing of his children.the most important 
job in his life." 
''My father is one of the best.friends I have ever had." 
The majority of the subjects (delinquent and non-delinquent) responded 
false to the following items: 
"I would like to be the same kind of parent that my fa~ther has 
been. 0 
"I believe that my father finds fault with me more often than I 
deserve, he never seems to like anything I do." 
"I believe that my fath,er has little respect for my opinions." 
"In my estimation, my father is not greatly interested in whether 
or not I have friends." 
"In my judgment, my father did not treat me fairly when I was 
young." 
Section II 
The majority of the subjects responded that their father took "a 
very great interest in everything that concerns his children." Most 
delinquents indicated that they got along with their fathers "very 
well," while most of the non-delinquents responded that they got 
along ''well" with their fathers. Most of the non-black non~delinquents 
indicated that they trusted their fa.t:l1'Ett: enough to "sometimes ask him 
personal questions," 'while most of the black non-delinquents indicated 
that they trusted him enough to "feel free to ask him personal 
questions." The majority of the subjects responded "I like my father 
very much. " 
Section III 
The fathers were generally rated by both delinquents and non-
delinquents as fair, unselfish, sarcastic, considerate, somewhat 
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bossy, agreeable, affectionate, unders.tanding, not cold, not suspicious, 
sympathetic, courteous, and trustful. However, the fathers were rated 
by both delinquents and non-delinquents as not helpful more than 
helpful, unkind more than.kind, and· envious more than not envious. 
Examination of the Hypotheses 
· Hypothesis 1: No statistically sign1ificant differences exist among 
the. perceptions of adolescent males, within delinquent and non-delinquent 
groups concerning their fathers, when classified according to: (~) 
degree of perceive4 wasculinity 2f the father .2!. father surrogate; (£.) 
~ of punishment used £!. the father; (£) perceived closeness ~ the 
father; (ID father's ~of the respondent; (~). amount of time the 
father desired !Q. spend ~ the responden~;. {f) parent who influenced 
_the respondent·the most; (g) parent who guided the family;(!!.) agent of 
discipline; (0. degree of self-perceived masculinity; (i) parents' mari-
tal statusr·:: (1) .!!!h whom:~ :respondent .resided primarily;_ .. (l)_ fa,.: ... < .. '! -
ther's educational level; (!!0 perceived childhood happiness;_ (g) age; 
and (.2) !.!££.· 
The Kruskal-Walli!:l one-way analys~s of variance was utilized 
to examine the·respondents' perceptions of their fathers. Those 
variables which were found to be significant at the .05 level or 
beyond were then subJected to the Mann-Whitney U test in order to 
determine the relationships between categories within the variable 
which accounted for the significance. The results of these analyses 
are found in Table VII. 
Masculinity of~ Father 
The degree of.masculinity that the total group of respondents 
perceived in their fathers was found to be significantly related to 
their perceptions of their fathers ·(p = .001). Those re~pondents 
(delinquent and non-delinquent) who perceived their fathers as being 
very highly _masculine, on a scale ranging from very highly masculine 
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to very low masculinity, reflectea the most favorable perceptions of 
their fathers. The delinquents who indicated that their fathers were 
very highly masculine reflect,ed significantly more favorable percep-
tions of their fathers than did the group·who marked their fathers high-
·.!Y. masculine (p = .01) or the group who indicated their fathers to be· 
of very !2!, masculinity (p = .001). 
The delinquents who responded that their father was highly 
masculine reflected significantly more favorable perceptions of 
their fathers than did those who indicated their fathers to be of 
very low masculinity (p = .01) .. The group which indicated their 
fathers were of average masculinity reflected more favorable percep-
tions than did the group who indicated their fathers were of very_ 
~masculinity (p = .001). The respondents whose fathers were of 
low masculinity reflected significantly more favorable perceptions 
of their fathers t_han did the group which indicated their fathers to 
be of very ~ masculinity (p = .001). 
1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 
7. 
8. 
9. 
TABLE VII 
KRUSKAL-wALLIS ONE-WAY ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE 
OF,. ITKIN' S SCALE SCORES CLASSIFIED ACCORD• 
ING TO RATINGS OF DELINQUENTS AND 
NON-DELINQUENTS CONCERNING 
THEIR FATHERS 
Background Delinquent Level of Non-Delinquent 
V~riable H-Score Significance H-Score 
Degree of masculinity of 
the father 24.63 .001 27 .01 
Type of physical punish-. 
ment from the father. 19. 76 .001 13.53 
Closeness tq the father. 57.53 .001 69. 71 
Perceived amount of father love. 59.84 .001 71. 93 
Amount of time spent with 
the father. 44.10 .001 70.37 
Parent providing the great-
est influence. 19.15 • 001 18.04 
Parent who guides the family. 16.89 .001 19.64 
Agent of discipline 9.06 • 05 5.12 
Degree of masculinity of 
respondent 0.58 . NS. 5.48 
Level of 
S:i,gnif icance 
•. 001 
.01 
.001 
.001 
.001 
.001 
.001 
.05 
,NS . U1 00 
TABLE VII·(CONTINUED) 
}liickground D~linquent Level of 
V~riable H•Score Significance 
10. Parent~~ marital status 4.77 NS 
11. Lived mainly with 12. 33. .01 
12. Father's educational 
level 1. 75 NS 
13. Perceived childhood 
happiness 13. 47 .01 
Non-D.elinquent 
H-Score 
5.94 
6.31 
4.49 
72.29 
L~vel of 
Significance 
,Nj 
.05 
·NS 
' .001 
V1 
\0 
The non-delinquents who reported that their fathers were very 
highly masculine reflected significantly more favorable percep-
tions of their fathers than did the group who reported their fathers 
to be of average masculinity (p = .001) or the group which reported 
their fathers to be of~ masculinity (p = .001), br the group who 
reported their fathe1rs to be of very low masculinity (p = .05). 
The non-delinquents "¢ho reported their fathers as being highly mascu-
line reflected significantly more favorable perceptions of the"ir fa-
thers than did the group who reported their fathers to be of 
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average masculinity (p = .05) or the group who reported their fathers 
to be of very low masculinity (p = .01). The non-delinquents who re-
ported that their fathers were of average masculinity reflected sig-
nificantly more favorable perceptions of their fathers than did either 
the group who·reported that their fathers were of~ masculinity 
(p = .001) or the group who reported their fathers to be of very 
low masculinity ( p = .05). The non-delinquents who reported their fa-
thers as being of low. masculinity reflected significantly more favor-
able perceptions of their fathers than did those who reported their 
fathers to be of very low masculinity (p .01). 
The current findings on masculinity support the findings of 
Wright (1972), Lynn (1962), Benson (1968), Mussen (1961) and Carlson 
(1963) in that those respondents who perceived their fathers to be 
very highly masculine also had a better relationship with their 
fathers and exhibited more masculine interests. 
Physical Punishment 
The type of physical punishment used by fathers rated on a 
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scale from none to injury-causing beating was found to be significantly 
related to the respondent's perceptions of his father (p = .001 for de-
linquents and .01 for non-delinquents). The delinquents who indicated 
that !!:E. punishment was the norm reflected significantly more favorable 
perceptions of their fathers than did the group who indicated that a 
beating was normal (p = .01), or the group who indicated a severe 
beating was normal (p = .05), or the group who indicated injury causing 
beating was normally received (p = .01). The delinquents who reported 
receiving beating reflected significantly more-favorable perceptions of 
their fathers than did those who reported receiving severe beating 
(p = .001). Those delinquents who reported receiving severe beatings 
reflected significantly more favorable perceptions of their fathers than 
did the group who reported receiving injury causing beatings (p = .01). 
The non-delinquents who reported that their fathers did not 
usually punish them reflected significantly more favorable percep-
tions of their fathers than did the group which reported receiving 
beatings (p = .01) or the group which reported receiving severe 
beatings (p = .01). The respondents who reported receivirigmoderate 
spankings reflected significantly more) favorable perceptions of 
their fathers than.did either the group who reported receiving beat-
irtgs (p = .01) or the group who indicated r~ceiving severe beatings 
/ 
(p = .01). The group of non-delinquents who. reported receiving 
beatings reflected significantly more favorable ,perceptions than did 
those who reported receiving injury causingbeatings ( p = .001). 
The current findings on discipline support the findings of Mc-
Cord, McCord.and Zola (1959) in that those respondents who were 
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punished less severely had more positive perceptions of their 
fathers. However, in the present study, there was no evidence which 
suggested that delinquents were more severely punished than were non-
delinquents. 
Closeness to the Father 
---
Closeness to their fathers was found to be significantly related 
to perceptions of fathers (p = .001). The delinquents who indd.cated 
that they were very close to their fathers reflected significantly 
more favorable perceptions of their fathers than did the ones who 
were uncertain (p = .001) or who indicated that they were not close 
to their fathers (p = .001)~ Those who were uncertain reflected 
significantly more favorable perceptions of their fathers than did 
the group who reported they were not close to their fathers (p = .001). 
The non-delinquents who reported that they were very close 
to their fathers reflected significantly more favorable perceptions' 
of their fathers than did either the group who reported they were un-
certain (p = .001) or the group who stated they were!!:£!. close to 
their fathers (p = .001). The group of non-delinquents who indicated 
they were uncertain of their closeness to their fathers reflected 
significan~ly more favorable perceptions of their fathers than did 
the group who reported they were not close to their fathers (p = .01), 
The current findings on closeness of sons to fathers support the 
findings of Mussen (1956) and Gray (1959) in that those respondents 
who perceived of themselves as being close to their fathers also re-
fleeted more positive perceptions of their fathers. 
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Father's Love 
The degree that the respondents believed they were loved by their 
fathers was found to be significantly related to their perceptions of 
their fathers (p = .001). The delinquents who indicated they were loved 
very much by their fathers reflected significantly more favorable per-
ceptions of their fathers than did those who reported a~erage love (p = 
.001), or those who reported below average love (p = .001), or those 
who reported !!Q.. love (p = .001). The delinquents who reported that they 
were loved above average reflected significantly more favorable percep-
tions of their fathers than did those who indicated average (p = .01), 
or below average (p = .001), or that they were not. loved at all (p =,, 
.001). The delinquents who reported they were loved an average amount 
reflected significantly more favorable perceptions of their fathers 
than did either those who indicated below average love (p = .001) or 
those who reported !!Q. love (p = .01). Those respondents who reported 
that they were loved below average reflected significantly less favor-
able perceptions than did those who reported being not. loved (p = .001). 
While this difference is in the opposite direction of what would 
be expected, the difference may be readily explained in terms of the 
sample size: only 14 respondents indicated that they were loved below 
average, and only seven respondents reported they were not loved. It 
is clear that the sample size may not have permitted an adequate test 
of the hypothesis and that conclusions should be reserved concerning 
the v:alid.ity o.f this finding unti 1 a .more adequate testing of the 
hypothesis can be undertaken. 
The non-delinquents who reported being loved very much reflected 
significantly more favorable perceptions of their fathers than did those 
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who indicated they were loved above average (p = .001), or average 
(p = .001), or below average (p = .001), or !!.Q!. at all (p = .001). The 
delinquents who reported being loved above average reflected more 
favorable perceptions of their fathers than those who indicated either 
below average (p = .001) or !!.Q!. at all (p = .01). The non-delinquents 
who reported being loved an average amount by their fathers reflected 
significantly more favorable perceptions of their fathers than did 
either those who reported being loved below average or not.at all 
(p =.05). Those non-delinquents who reported that they were loved below 
average reflected significantly more favorable perceptions of their 
fathers than did those who indicated they were not. loved (p = .001). 
Amount of Time Spent With Their Fathers 
The amount of time the respondents indicated that their fathers 
liked to spend with them was significantly related to attitudes toward 
fathers (p = .001) •. The delinquents who reported that their fathers 
liked to have them around all of. the. time reflected significantly more 
favorable perceptions.of their fathers than did those who indicated 
their fathers liked to spend ~ time with them (p = .• 05) or that 
their father disliked very much spending.any time with them (p = .01). 
The group of delinquents who reported that their fathers liked to spend 
~ time with them reflected significantly more favorable perceptions 
of their fathers than did those who reported that their fathers liked 
to spend little time (p = .001), or those who responded that their 
father did not like. to. spend. time with them (p = .. 05), or disliked very 
much .&pending .any time with them (p = .01). The delinquents who reported 
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that their fathers liked -~ spend .!. little time with them reflected 
s.ignific.antly more favorable percept.ions of their fathers than did those 
who reported their fathers disliked very .much spending any time with 
them (p = .01). Those delinquents who reported that their fathers did · 
not like _!£. spend time with them reflected significantly more :favorable 
perc.eptions of their fathers than did the group whose fathers disliked 
~much spending ~with them (p = .05). 
The non-delinquents who indicated that their fathers liked to 
have them around all of ~ time reflected significantly more favorable 
perceptions of their fathers than did those who indicated that their 
fathers· liked to spend some time .with them (p = .01), or a little time 
---,--
(p = .001), or disliked spending time (p = .001), or disliked-~ 
.•• Ii,.; 
.much spending any ~ (p = .01) with them. The group of non-delinquents 
who reported that their fathers liked .:t.2.. spend ™ time with them 
r.eflect.ed signi.fi.cantly more favorable p.erceptions of their fathers 
than did those who reported that their fathers liked to spend a little 
t.i.me (p := . • 001), or disliked spending ~ (p = .001), or disliked 
very :much' spending .any ~ (p = .01). Those non-delinquents who 
reported that their fath~rs disliked spending time with them reflected 
signi~icantly more favorable perceptions of their fathers than did those 
ii 
' 
who.se .fathers. disliked v.ery · -~ sp.ending t.ime with them ( p = • 001) • 
). 
Parent Who Exerted the Greatest Influence 
The parent who had the great.est influence on the respondent was 
found to be significantly related to his perception of his fat:her (p = 
.001). The delinquents who reported that they had been influenced by 
·,. 
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their father .snsl ~ mother equally reflected significantly more 
favorable perceptions of their fathers than did those who indicated 
that their mother had provided the most influence (p = .001), The 
delinquents who reported that their mother only had been most influenw 
tial reflected significantly less favorable perceptions of their fa~ 
thers than did those who reported their father as being the most in-
fluential (p = ~01) in their lives. 
The non-delinquents who reported that they had been influenced 
equally by their mother and father reflected significantly more favor-
able perceptions of their fathers than did those who reported their 
mother~ as being most influential (p = .001). The group of non-
delinquents who reported their mother as being most influential 
reflected significantly less favorable perceptions of their fathers 
than did those who reported their father~ as. being more influ-
ential (p = .01). 
Parent !!h.2, Guided t~e Family 
The parent who guided the faip.ily was found to be significantly 
related to'adolescents• perceptions of their fathers (p = .001). The 
delinquents who reported that only their~fathers guided the family 
reflected ;stgnificantly more favorable perceptions of their fathers 
than did the group which indicated only their mother guided the fam-
ily (p = .OS). The group who reported that their father auided the 
family nth some ..hfilp_ from their mother reflected sign:Lf icantly more 
favorable perceptions of their fathers than did those who reported 
. . 
their mother guided the family n..sb- some_htlp UQID. the father (p = .01), 
or their mother only guided the family (p = .01). The delinquents 
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who reported that their mother and father equally guided the family 
reflected significantly more favorable perceptions. of their fathers 
. than did those· who reported mothers guided with ~ help from the 
fathers (p = .01) or that their mother only guided the family (p :== 
.001). The group who indicated that their mother guided the family 
with ~ help. from their father reflected signific~mtly more favor-
able perceptions of their fathers than did those whose mothers only 
guided the family (p = .• 001) • 
The non-delinquents who reported that their father_only guided 
the family reflected significantly less favorable perceptions of their 
fathers than did the group who reported that their fathers and moth-
~ guided the family equally (p = .05). The non-delinquents who 
reported that their father only guided the family reflected signifi• 
cantly more favorable perceptions of their fathers than did t~e. 
group who responded that their mptherguided the family with~ help. 
from the father: (p = • 001), or the group who indicated that their 
mother. only guided the family .(p =: .001). The non-delinquent_s· who 
reported that their fathers guided the family with some help from their 
mothers reflected significantly ~ore favorable perceptions of their 
fathers than did those who reported their mother only guided the fa~~ 
ily (p = .001). The group who ip.dicated that their father and mother 
equally guided the family reflected significantly more favorable 
perceptions of their fathers than did the group which reported that 
their mother only guided the family (p = .001). The group who indica-
I 
ted that their mother guided the family with~ help from their 
father reflected significantly more favorable perceptions- of their 
fa-thers than did those whose mothers only guided the family (p = .001). 
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Agent of.Discipline 
The agent'of discipline was found to be significantly related to 
the respondents' perceptions of their fathers (p = .OS for delinquents). 
The delinquents who reported that their fathers~ the disciplinarians 
.reflected significantly more favorable perceptions of their fathers 
than did those who reported that their mothers~ the disciplinarians 
(p = .OS). The group who indicated that their fathers with~ help 
from their mothers provided the discipline reflected significantly 
more favorable perceptions of their fathers than did those who indi-
cated that their mother~ the disciplinarian (p = .01). The group 
who reported that their mother with ~ help from their father pro-
vided the discipline reflected significantly more favorable perceptions 
of their fathers than did those whose mother~ the disciplinarian 
(p = .01). 
With Whom the Respondent Lived 
Whom the respondent had primarily lived with while growing up 
was found to be signific'antly related to the perceptions the respondents 
had of their fathers (p = .01 for the delinquents and p = .OS for the 
non-delinquents). The delinquents who indicated that they had pri-
marily lived with their mothers reflected significantly less favorable 
perceptions of their fathers than did those who had lived mainly 
with their mother and father (p = .05), or with their grandfather 
(p = .001), or with their father only (p = .OS), or with someone 
other than the parents (p = .OS). The group which reported they 
had lived mostly with mother and father reflected significantly more 
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favorable perceptions of their fathers than did the group which repor-
ted having lived ma~nly with their grandfather (p = .01). The group 
who indicated that they had lived mainly with their father reflected 
significantly more favorable perceptions of their fathers than did the 
group that had lived mainly with thetr grandfather (p = .001)~ The 
delinquents who reported that they l~ved mainly with their grandfathers 
reflected significantly less favorable perceptions of their fathers 
than did those who had lived with someone outside the immediate 
family., (p = .05). 
The non-delinquents who reported that they had lived mainly with 
their mother reflected significantly,.;~ore favorable perceptions of 
their fathers than did those who reported having lived mainly with 
their fathers (p = .001), or grandfathers (p = .01), or persons other 
than immediate family (p = • 001). Those who reported that they had 
lived mainly with their mother and father reflected significantly 
more favorable perceptions of their fathers than did those who in-
dicated that they had lived mainly with their fathers (p = .05)p:or 
grandfathers (p = .05). The group who reported that they had lived 
with thetr father reflected significantly more favorab~e perceptions 
of their fathers than did those who had lived mainly w1..:t1h their grand .. 
fathers (p = • 001), _but this same group which had lived mainly with 
their f1;1thers,;reflected significantly less favorable perceptions of 
their fathers than did the group which lived with a person other than 
the immediate fall.lily (p = .001). The non-delinquents who had lived 
mainly with their grandfathers reflected significantly less favorable 
perceptions of their fathers than did those who had lived mainly with 
a person other than ~ immediate family (p = • 001). 
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Childhood Happiness 
The degree of childhood happiness of the respondents was found to 
be s_ignificantly related to perceptions of fathers for non-delinquents 
(p = .001) and for delinquents (p = .01). The delinquents who reported 
that their childhood had been very happy reflected significantly more 
favorable perceptions of their fathers than did those who reported that 
their childhood had been above average in happiness (p = .OS), or~-
age in happiness (p = .001), or below average in happiness (p = .01). 
The delinquent.s · who reported above average happiness in their child-
hood reflected significantly more favorable perceptions of their 
fathers than did those who had experienced a very unhappy childhood 
(p = .001). 
The non-delinquents who reported that their childhood had been 
very happy reflected significantly more favorable perceptions of 
their fathers than did those who reported their childhood happiness 
to have been above average (p = .001), or average _(p = .001), or 
. 
below average (p = .001), or~ unhappy (p = .001) •. The group who 
reported that their childhood happiness had been above average re-
_fleeted significantly more favorable perceptions of their fathers 
than did the groups who reported their childhood happiness to be 
below average (p = .001) or~ unhappy (p = .01). The group who 
repcq:ted their' childhood happiness to be average reflected significantly 
more favorable perceptions of their fathers than did the groups who 
-reported eithe~ below average happiness (p = .001) or very unhappy 
(p = .01). 
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Race 
Utilizing a Mann-Whitney U test, the race of the respondents was 
found to be significantly related to their perceptions of their fathers 
for delinquents (p = .OS). The delinquents who reported that they were 
black reflected significantly less favorable perceptions of their 
fathers than did those who reported that they were non-black (p = .05). 
This relationship was not observed for non-delinquents. 
The delinquents who indicated that they were 14 years of age 
reflected significantly more favorable perceptions of their fathers 
than did either the group 15 years of age (p = .05) or 18 years of age 
(p = .001). The 15 year old delinquents reflected significantly less 
favorable perceptions of their fathers than did the 18 year old delin-
quents (p = • 001), This relationship was not observed for non-
delinquents. 
Thus, on the basis of the evidence obtained in the present study, 
one of the hypotheses is rejected i.e., that which states that both 
delinquent and non-delinquent adolescents' perceptions of their fathers 
are nqt significantly related to: (a) degree of perceived masculinity 
of the father or father surrogate; (b) type of punishment used by the 
father; (c) perceived closeness to the father; (d) father's love of the 
respondent; (e) amount of time the father desired to spend with the 
respondent; (f) parent who influenced the respondent the most; (g) 
parent who guided the family; (h) agent of discipline; (i) whom the 
respondent had resided with primarily; (j) perceived childhood happi-
ness; (k) age; and (1) race. 
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The hypothesis is held tenable that both delinquent and non-
delinquent adolescents' perceptions of their fathers are not signifi-
cantly related to: (a) degree of masculinity of the respondent; (b) 
parent's marital status; and (c) fathers' educational level. 
Thus, the patterns of relationships between the adolescents' per~ 
ceptions of their fathers and the background factors examined were 
similar for both delinquents and non-delinquents. There were two 
exceptions, however, race and age. Black delinquents reflected signif-
ic~ntly less favorable perceptions of their fathers than non-black 
youth. This was not observed to be true for non-delinquents. Younger 
delinquents reflected significantly more favorable perceptions of their 
fathers than older delinquents. Age was unrelated to adolescents' 
perceptions of their fathers among the non-delinquents. 
Hypothesis 2: No statistically significant differences exist among 
the perceptions of adolescent males within the delinquent and non-
delinguent groups concerning their fathers when classified according 
to their anomie. 
The results of these analyses are presented in Tables VIII, IX, 
and X. The Kruskal-Wallis one-way analysis of variance was utilized in 
examining the respondents' perceptions of their fathers in relation to 
the anomie questions. Those items 'which revealed significant H values 
were then subjected to the Mann-Whitney U test to determine the rela-
tionships between the categories to the variable which accounted for 
the significance. 
Whether or not the respondents believed there was someone outside 
the family that they could count on was found to be significantly re-
lated to their perce~tions of their fathers (p = .05) for 
TABLE VIII 
KRUSKAL-WALLIS ONE-WAY ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE 
OF ITKIN'S SCALE SCORES CLASSIFIED ACCORDu 
INQ TO RA TINGS OF DELINQUENTS AND NON_• 
DELINQUENTS WITH RESPECT TO THEIR 
ANOMIE RESPONSES 
Background 
Variable 
Delinquent 
H•Score 
Level of 
Significance 
Non-Delinquent 
H~score 
1. Do you feel you have no control 
over what is going to happen to 
you during your liif e? 
2. Do you feel that there is 
someone outside your 
family you can count on 
when you really need help? 
3. Do you feel your life is 
meaningless and a waste 
of time?-
4. Do you have specific goals 
you are working for in life? 
5. Do you feel that you have 
~ succeeded at anything?. 
3.35 
0.49 
2.43 
3.93 
1.15 
NS 4.24 
NS- 7.61 
NS 9.90 
NS 18.50 
NS 6. 71 
Level of 
Significance 
NS-
.05 
.01 
.001 
.01 
:-.J 
(,.) 
TABLE IX 
NON-BLACK RESPONSES TO THE ANOMI"E ~ 
Delinquent 
Item N = 90 Yes No Undecided 
N % N % N % N 
1. Do you feel that you have no 
control over what is going 
to happen to you?. 47 52.22 16 17. 78 26 28.89 98 
2. Do you feel that there is 
someone you can count on 
outside your family when 
you ne¢d help? 74 82.22 15 16.67 0 o.o 139 
3. Do you feel that your life is 
meaningless and a waste?. 13 14.44 65 72. 22 12 13.33 15 
4. Do you have specific goals 
you are working for in 
life? 63 70.00 12 13.33 15 16.67 139 
5. Do you feel that you have 
~ succeeded at any-
thing?. 20 22.22 64 71.11 6 6.67 22 
Non-Delinquent 
N = 183 
Yes No 
% N % 
53.55 29 15.85 
75. 96 39 21. 31 
8.20 145 79. 23 
75.96 21 11.48 
12.02 150 81. 97 
Undecided 
N % 
55 30.05 
0 o.o 
23 12.57 
22 12.02 
11 6.01 
"'-.I 
~ 
TABLE X 
BLACK RESPONSES TO THE ANOMIE~ 
Delinquent 
Item N= 28 Yes No Undecided 
N % N % N % 
1. Do you feel tha~ you have no 
control over what is going 
to happen to you? 13 46.43 5 17 .86 10 35. 71 
2. Do you feei that there is 
someone yoQ can count on 
outside your family when 
you need help? 23 82.14 5 17 .86 0 o.o 
3. Do you feel your life is 
meaningless and a waste? 4 14.29 23 82.14 1 3.57 
4. Do you have specific goals 
you are working for in 
life? 17 60. 71 5 17 .86 6 21.43 
5 ~·:,J)oyyau; £eel <tha t:-you" have 
nevet.:succeeded in any-
thing?. 5 17. 86 23 82.14 0 o;o 
Non-Delinquent 
N = 29 
Yes No 
N % N % 
16 55.17 7 24.24 
20 68. 97 8 27 .59 
2 6.90 24 82. 76 
23 79. 31 3 10.34 
5 17. 24 23 79. 31 
Undecided 
N % 
6 20.69 
0 o.o 
3 10.34 
2 6.90 
1 3.45 
-...J 
u,--
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non-delinquents. The non-delinquents who responded that they did have 
someone outside their family to rely on reflected significantly more 
favorable perceptions of their fathers than did those who did not have 
someone outside their family to rely on (p = .01). This factor was 
not found to be significarttly related to the delinquents' perceptions 
of their fathers. 
Whether or not the non-delinquents believed that their life was 
meaningless was found to be significantly related to their perceptions 
of their fathers (p = .01). The· group of non-delinquents who reported 
that they believed life was meaningless reflected significantly less 
favorable perceptions of their fathers than did the group which 
indicated it believed life was meaningful (p = .05). The group of 
non-delinquents who indicated that theywere uncertain as to whether 
. life was meaningful reflected significantly less favorable perceptions 
of their fathers than did the group who indicated that they believed 
life was meaningful (p = .01). This factor was not observed to be 
significant regarding delinquents' perceptions of their fathers. 
Whether or not a respondent had goals in life was found to be 
significantly related to his perceptions of his father (p = .001) for 
non-delinquents. The group who indicated that it did-~ goals in 
· life reflected significantly more favorable perceptions of their 
fathers than did those who were undecided of their goals (p = .001) or 
those who indicated they had~ goals in life (p = ... 001). This factor 
was not found to be significantly related to delinquents' perceptions 
of their fathers. 
Whether or not the respondent had ever succeeded at anything in 
life was found to be significantly related to his perc~ptions of his 
father (P' = .OS). The non-delinquents who responded that they~ 
succeeded at something reflected significantly more favorable per-
ceptions of tl,.eir fathers than did those who indicated that they 
had~ succeeded at anything (p = .01). This variable was not found 
to be significantly related to delinquents' perceptions of their 
fathers.· 
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Thus, from the evidence obtained, the hypothesis was rejected that 
the non-delinquents' perception of their fathers are not significantly 
relat~d to their feelings of anomie. In the delinquents, however, the 
hypothesis is held tenable. 
Hypothesis 3: No statisticallysignificant differences exist among 
the perceptions 2f adolescents within the delinquent .and ~-delinquent-· 
groups concerning their fathers when classified according _to_their · 
identification with their fathers. 
The results of these analyses are presented in Tables XI, XII, 
and XIII •. The Kruskal-Wallis one-way analysis of variance was utilized 
in e:xamining perceptions of the respondents toward their fathers. 
Those variables which'were found to be significant at the .OS lev~l 
or beyond were then subjected to the Mann-WhitneyU test to determine 
the relationships between the responses to th~ variable which accounted 
for the significance. 
The person the respondent would choose to take on a trip to Hawaii 
was found to be significantly related to his perceptions of his father 
(p = .OS for delinquents and p = .01 for non-delinquents) •. The group 
of delinquents who indicated they would take their fathers to Hawaii 
reflected significantly more favorable perceptions of their fathers 
1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 
TABLE XI 
KRUSKAL-WALLIS ONE-WAY ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE 
OF ITKIN 1 S SCALE SCORES CLASSIFIED ACCORD-
ING TO RATINGS OF DELINQUENTS AND 
NON-DELINQUENTS CONCERNING 
FATHER IDENTIFICATION 
Item Delinquent Level of Non-Delinquent H-Score Significance H-Score 
You have just won a trip to Hawaii 
for you and one of your parents. 
Which one will you choose to take? 6.43 • 05 10.10 
You have been falsely accused of 
stealing money. Which parent will 
you go to ask for help? 33.49 .001 39.04 
If you were sad, which parent 
would Jou go to to cheer -you;· up?. 21.40 • 001 26.69 
If you had a fight with a friend, 
which parent would you tell? 25. 77 .001 8.61 
If you got v. D., which parent 
would you ask for advice?, 22. 75 .001 24.58 
Whom would you rather discuss 
your problems with?, 23.84 .001 27 • .52 
- - - - - -- - -- - - -- - -· --- - -- - - -- _:...._..'..._ --- --~ ---- --------~---- --~~- -
Level of 
Significance 
.01 
.001 
.001 
• 05 
.001 
.001 
.._. 
00 
1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 
Item 
TABLE XII 
BLACK RESPONSES TO THE FATHER 
IDENTIFICATION~ 
Delinquent 
N = 28 
Mother Father Neither 
N % N % N % 
You have just won a trip to 
Hawaii for you and one of your 
pai!!ents. Which will you take? 17 60. 71 5 17. 86 6 21.43 
You have been falsely accused 
of stealing money. Which par-
ent wtH. you go. to for_ nelp? . 16 57 .14 6 21.43 6 21.43 
If you were sad, which parent 
would you go to to cheer you? 12 42.86 3 10. 71 13 46.43 
If you just had a fight with 
your best friend, which 
parent would you tell? 5 17. 86 5 17. 86 18 64.29 
If you got v~n., which of 
your parents would you ask 
for advice? 9 32.14 8 28.57, 11 39.2-9 
Whom would you rather discuss 
your problems with? 7 25.00 12. 42.86 9 32.14 
Non-Delinquent 
N = 29 
Mother Father Neither 
N '7o N % N % 
13 44.83 10 34.48 6 20.69 
13 44.83 10 34.48 6 20.69 
10 34.48 4 13. 79 15 51. 72 
8 27. 59 6 20.68 25 51. 72 
5 17 .24 15 51.72 :9 31.03 
8 27. 59 8 27. 59 13 44.83 
-..J 
\0 
Item 
TABLE XIII 
NON-BlACK RESPONSES TO THE FATHER 
IDENTIFICATION SCALE 
Delinquent 
N = 90 
Mother Father Neither 
N 'fo ~ % N % 
1. You ha,re. jg.st won:_a, tri1p 0 to; 
Hawaii'..for:y9u and'.:one-::of. ·y9ur. 
Vil.rents;.:, WhicncwilLyo~ take?: . 34 37.78 26 28.89 30 33.33 
2. You have been falsely accused 
of stealing money. Which par-
ent will you go to for help? 28 31.11 44 48.89 18 20.00 
3. If you were sad, which parent 
would you go to to cheer you? 33 36.67 22 24.44 35 38.89 
4. If you had just had a fight 
with your best friend~ which 
parent would you tell? 14 15.56 27 30.00 49 54.44 
5. If you got v. D., which of 
your parents would you ask 
for advice? 12 13.33 37 41.11 41 45.56 
6. Whom would you rather discuss 
your problems with? 28 31.11 33 36. 67 29 32.22 
Non-Delinquent 
N = 183 
Mother Father Neither 
N % N % N % 
49 26. 78 53 28. 96 81 44.26 
50 27.32 98 53.55 35 19. 13 
77 42.02 26 14.21 80 43. 72 
47 25.68 32 17 .49 104 56.83 
21 11.48 36 19.67 126 68.85 
42 22.95 72 39. 34 69 37. 70 00 
0 
than did the group who indicated that they would take their mother 
(p = .05) or those who would take~ other person (p = .01). The 
group of non-delinquents who indicated that they would take their 
fathers to Hawaii reflected significantly more favorable perceptions 
of their fathers than did the group who indicated that they would 
take some other person (p = .001). 
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The parent the respondent would go to for help when accused of 
stealing money was found to be significantly related to his perceptions 
of his father (p·= .001 for both delinquents and non-delinquents). The 
group of delinquents who indicated that they would go to their fathers 
for help reflected significantly more favorable perceptions of their 
fathers than did those who would go to their mothers for help (p = .001) 
or to some other person for help (p = .001). The non-delinquent group 
who indicated that they would go to their fathers for help reflected 
significantly more favorable perceptions of their fathers than did those 
who would go to their mothers (p = .001) or to some other person 
(p = .001). The group of non-delinquents who reported that they would 
go to~ other person for help reflected significantly less favorable 
perceptions of their fathers than did those who would go to their 
mothers (p = .OS). 
The parent whom the respondent would turn to when sad was found 
to be significantly related to their perceptions of their fathers 
(p = .001 for both delinquents and non-delinquents). The delinquents 
who indicated that they would go to their fathers to cheer them up 
when they were sad reflected significantly more favorable perceptions 
of their fathers than did those groups which indicated that they would 
go to their mothers (p = .001) or to someone else (p = .001). The 
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delinquents who indicated that they would go to their mothers reflected 
significantly more favorable perceptions of their fathers than did the 
group who indicated that they would go to~ other person (p = .05). 
The non-delinquents who reported that they would go to someone 
other than their parents reflected significantly less favorable 
perceptions of their fathers than did the group who indicated they 
would go to their mothers (p = .001) or the group who indicated they 
would go to their fathers (p = .001). 
The person the respondent would tell if he had just had a fight 
with his best friend was found to be significantly related to his 
perceptions of his father (p = .001 for delinquents and p = .05 for 
non-delinquents). The delinquents who reported that they would go to 
their fathers if they had just had a fight with their best friend 
reflected significantly more favorable perceptions of their fathers 
than did the group who reported they would seek out their mothers 
(p = .01) or ~ other person (p = .001). 
The non-delinquents who responded that they would go to their 
fathers if they had just had a fight with their best friend reflected 
significantly more favorable perceptions of their fathers than did 
either those who responded that they would go to their mothers (p = .• 05) 
or those who responded that they would go to some other person than 
their parents (p = .01). 
The person the respondents would go to for advice about controlling 
venereal disease was found to be significantly related to their 
perceptions of their fathers (p = .001 for both delinquents and non-
delinquents). The delinquents who indicated that they would go to 
their fathers for advice if they contracted venereal disease reflected 
significantly more favorable perceptions of their fathers than those 
·who indicated they would go to their mothers (P = .01) or those who 
indicated they would go~~ other person than their parents 
(p = .001). 
The non-delinquents who reported that they would go to their 
fathers for advice if they contracted venereal disease reflected 
significantly more favorable perceptions of their fathers than did 
those who reported they would go to their mothers (P = .001) or those 
who reported they·would go~~ other person than their parents 
(p = .001). 
The person with whom the respondent indicated that he would like 
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to discuss his problems was found to be significantly related to his 
perceptions of his father (p = .001 for delinquents and non-delinquents). 
The delinquents who responded that they would quite frequently turn !Q. 
their fathers to discuss their problems reflected significantly more 
favorable perceptions of their fathers than did those who responded 
that they would go to .~.other person.than·their parents (p = .001). 
Those delinquents who indicated that they would go to their.mothers 
to discuss their problems reflected significantly more favorable 
perceptions of their fathers than did those·who indicated that they 
would go !£_ neither parent (P = .• 05). 
The non-delinquents who reported that they would go to their 
fathers to discuss their problems reflected significantly more 
favorable perceptions of their fathers than did either the group who 
indicated that they would go to their mothers (p = .OOl)or the group 
who reported that they·would go to some other person than their parents 
(p = .001). 
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Thus, from the evidence obtained, the hypothesis is rejected for 
both delinquents and non-delinquents which states that their perceptions 
of their fathers are not significantly related to their identification 
with their fathers, 
Hypothesis~: No statistically significant differences exist be-
tween delinquent and ™-delinquent adolescent males with respect to: 
(!_) degree of perceived masculinity of the father or father surrogate: 
(!2) ~ of punishment used :'21. the father; (£). perceived closeness !£_ 
the father; (.5!,) father's love of respondent; (~) amount of time the 
father desired to spend with the respondent; __ (f)_ parent who influenced 
the ~spondent the ~; (g) parent who guided the family; (h) agent of 
discipline; (i) degree of self-perceived masculinity; (j) parents' 
marital status; (k) whom the respondent had resided with primarily; (1) 
father's educational level; (m) perceived childhood happiness; (n) ~; 
and (o) ~-
In the previous analyses of responses of delinquent and non-
delinquent adolescent males, only intra-group comparisons were made. 
That is, controlling for delinquency and non-delinquency--as measured 
by the criterion variable of incarceration--responses were analyzed in 
terms of the independent-dependent variables, e.g. educational level 
of the father in relation to the respondent's perceptions of his 
father. 
In Hypothesis 4, comparisons were made between delinquent and 
non-delinquent groups without regard to control of subsidiary variables 
(see Table XIV). The analysis of the data revealed that delinquents 
and non-delinquents differed significantly with respect to: (a) 
perceived masculinity of the father or father surrogate (p = .001), 
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TABLE XIV 
CHI SQUARE VALUES REFLECTING 
DIFFERENCES IN RESPONSES 
OF DELINQUENTS AND 
NON-DELINQUENTS 
-·-· 
Variable N df x2 p 
---
Masculinity of father 325 2 17 .42 .001 
Type of punishment used 
by the father 328 2 0.36 NS 
Closeness to the father 329 2 0.85 NS 
Fatheris love 328 2 9.25 .01 
Amount of time fat.her 
d.esired to spend with 
respondent 328 2 1.61 NS 
Parent who influenced 
respondent the most 323 2 7.46 • 05 
Parent who guided the 
family 327 2 14. 22 .001 
Agent of discipline 326 2 6. 70 • 05 
Respondent•s masculinity 327 2 2.45 NS 
Parents 1 marital status 316 2 32.50 • 001 
Whom the respondent re-
sided with 327 2 28.62 .001 
Father~s educational 
level 307 2 17. 76 .001 
Childhood happiness 328 2 17. 22 .001 
Age 327 1 0.92 NS 
Race 326 3 32.47 .001 
-· ---
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with delinquents being significantly more apt than non-delinquents to 
indicate that they perceived their father as being very highly masculine; 
(b) perceptions of their father's love (p = .01), with non-delinquents 
being significantly more apt than delinquents to reflect favorable 
perceptions of their fathers' love; (c) perceptions concerning which 
parent had the greater influence on them (p =.OS). with delinquents 
being significantly more apt than non-delinquents to indicate that 
their mothers had influenced them the most; (d) perceptions concerning 
the parent who guided the family (p = .001), with delinquents being 
significantly more apt than non-delinquents to indicate that their 
mothers primarily had guided the family; (e) perceptions concerning 
.which parent had primarily provided the discipline (p = .OS), with 
delinquents being significantly more apt than non-delinquents to 
indicate that their mothers were primarily the disciplinarians in the 
family; (f) parent's marital status (p = .001), with delinquents being 
significantly more apt than non-delinquents to come from broken homes; 
(g) whom the respondent had lived with primarily (p = .001), with the 
non-delinquents being significantly more apt to indicate that they had 
lived with their grandfathers or fathers rather than their mothers; (h) 
childhood happiness (p = .001), with non-delinquents being significantly 
more apt than delinquents to reflect greater happiness in childhood; 
(i) race (p = .001), with the delinquent group having a significantly 
greater percentage of blacks than would be expected by chance. 
The delinquents and non-delinquents did not differ significantly 
with respect to: (a) type of punishment used by their father; (b) close-
ness to their fathers; (c) amount of time their fathers wished to spend 
with them; (d) perceptions of .their own masculinity; and (e) age. 
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On the basis of the evidence obtained, as reflected in Table XIV, 
partial support for the hypothesis was obtained. 
Hypothesis 5: No statistically significant differences exist be-
tween delinquents and !!QB;,-delinguents with respect to: (~) perceptions 
of their fathers; (~) anomie; !lli!, (.£) .identification with their fathers. 
Responses of delinquents and non-delinquents, as presented in 
Table XV, reflect no significant differences between groups with respect 
to their perceptions of their fathers or identification with their 
fathers. However, a significant difference was observed with respect 
to feelings of anomie, with non-delinquents reflecting less difficulty 
with respect to the feelings of anomie than delinquents. 
Thus, on the basis of the evidence obtained and reported in Table 
XV, the hypothesis that no significant differences exist between 
delinquents and non-delinquents with respect to anomie was rejected, 
but it was held tenable for their perceptions of their fathers and for 
their father identification. 
TABLE XV 
MANN-WHITNEY U SCORES REFLECTING DIFFERENCES 
IN RESPONSES OF DELINQUENTS AND 
NON-DELINQUENTS 
Variable Delinquent Non-Delinquent N N z 
Perceptions of father 118 212 1.00 
Anomie 118 212 1.92 
Father Identification 118 212 .93 
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p 
NS 
>.05 
NS 
CHAPTER V 
DISCUSSION 
As the literature on delinquency suggests, the etiology of d~lin-
quent. bE!havior i,1:1· dif,ficult to .discover. All of the studies on delin-
quency, however, suggest the importance of the relationships which exist 
in the home. The present study also emphasizes the importance of 
family relationsh;i.ps in the development of delinquency. 
Historically, the roles of mothers have been examined in far greater 
detail in. studies of children because it has been assumed that mothers 
exert a greater influence than fathers in the development of children. 
As the recent decade review of research on parent-child relationships by 
Walters and Stinnett .(1971) suggests, however, this traditional view is 
being challanged, and an increasing number of studies are focusing on 
. the roles which fathers assume in guiding children. In general, the 
studies point to the fact that the father has a far greater impact on 
his children than is commonly believed. 
Several of the comparisons made in. the present study failed to 
yield anticipated significant differences between delinquent and non-
delinquent youth. An important point to remember is that youth often 
respond in terms of their perceptions of reality, however unrealistic 
their perceptions may be. For all practical purposes, an adolescent who 
perceives that his father does not love him, even though he does, may 
stimulate as much conflict in a relationship with his :father as an 
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adolescent who has a father who truly rejects him. 
The results ot the piesent study emphasize the importance of a 
father-son relationship which is characterized by love and which con-
tributes to the son developing positive perceptions of his father. 
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This study also indicates that lack of love from the father is associated 
with delinquency. 
The finding that the most positive perceptions of fathers were 
expressed by adolescents who believed their fathers loved them is con-
sistant with other researbh indicating that affection is necessary for 
paternal identification (Bronfenbrenner, 1958; Mowrer, 191150; Payne and 
Mussen, 1956; Stokes, 1954; and ~ash, 1954). A related finding was that 
delinquent youth were significantly less likely to perceive of their 
fathers as loving them. A lack of parental affection may contribute to 
socialization difficulties for the child. It has been suggested by 
Parsons (1947) that if neither parent loves the child, the incentive for 
socialization is lacking. Consequently the child receives no reward 
for conforming to acceptable social behavior and may as a result be more 
inclined to engage in anti-social behaviors. Cavan (1962) reported that 
warm, supportive responses from the father are more often associated 
with non-delinquency. 
Based on the findJngs of this ~tudy, it appears that differences 
exist between the perceptions of delinquent and non-delinquent youth 
concerning their fathers. The delinquent youth generally perceived of 
their fathers- as less loving, less supportive and less interested in 
them. As in other studies, delinquency was found to be associated with 
broken" homes. 
These findings point to the importance of the creation of families 
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characterized by stability, security, and loving relationships. They 
not only corroborate the·growing body of evidence suggesting the impor-
tance of fathers in the development of their sons but also stimulate a 
question concerning the wisdom of developing curricula in home economics 
at the secondary level which is primarily designed for young women. If 
home·economics is to be responsive to the needs 'of families, it should 
consider thoughtfully its responsibility in preparing men as well as 
women for their roles as parents. 
Another major finding of this study was the emergence of a pattern 
of high mother-involvement and limited father-involvement. The delin-
quent youth reported significantly more often that their mother: (a) 
had been the parent who had been most influencing in their lives; (b) 
most often guided the family; and (c) most often provided the discipline. 
This pattern of high mother-involvement appears to be directly related 
to the fact that the delinquents were significantly more likely to come 
from broken homes. This suggests tha't the fathers of delinquents are 
less involved in the lives of their sons than are the fathers of non-
delinquents. It is also possible that minimal involvement of the father 
with his son may be a contributing factor to delinquency. 
The literature indicates that those young males who do not have an 
adequate male model (Winch, 1950; Nash, 1965; and Stephens, 1961) or 
who have poor paternal relationships (Mussen, 1961) acquire more femi-
nine interests (Bieri, 1960) than do males who have an adequate male 
model and good paternal relationships. Consequently, the deprived youth 
views ~imself as less masculine than does the youth who has a male model 
and a good paternal relationship. In an attempt to prove his masculinity 
and hide his feelings of femininity, the youth who is deprived of a male 
92 
model and good paternal relationships becomes overtly aggressive, even 
to the point of anti-social behavior (Deitche, 1959; Atchison, 1958; 
Lefeber, 1965; and Kim, 1968). Thus, delinquency appears to be related 
to the mother-dominated home and to the non-functioning father, Le. a 
father who is unwilling or unable to function as the head of the family 
and/or to establish warm friendly relations with his son. 
Feelings of anomie were more·common among delinquent youth than 
non-delinquent youth (p > .05). This finding supports the view of many 
criminologists that the lack of norms, the problem of social marginality, 
and the confusion about value systems are important for understanding 
delinquency proneness (Jaffe, 1969). 
Perhaps the finding that feelings of anomie were mo.re· common among 
delinquents than non-delinquents is related to the finding that delin-
quents reported less happiness in childhood and also to the finding that 
delinquents were significantly more likely to come from broken homes. 
It is possible that the youth from broken homes may have witnessed a 
great deal of strife and conflict of values between the parents. Such 
family discord may have confused the delinquent youth in establishing a 
stable identification. This possibility is related to the report of 
Jaffe (1969) that when family discord and conflict of values between 
parents is present, the child often vascillates between the parents for 
identification and may become firustrated and confused in his attempt to 
interiorize a stable identification. It appears that such a child might 
also develop feelings of anomie. 
The present finding that delinquents experienced feelings of anomie 
to a significantly greater degree than did non-delinquents suggests that 
there is something in the family life of delinquents which contributes 
--~------~----· -- ··- ----
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to feelings of anomie which may in turn contribute to delinquency. It 
can only be speculated as to what these contributing factors are at the 
present time, however, this certainly presents opportunity for future 
research. 
CHAPTER VI 
SUMMARY 
The purpose of this research was to investigate whether there were 
statistically significant differences in the way delinquents and non-
delinquents perceived their fathers. This was done in an attempt to 
detennine which if any of the fathers' behaviors or values might be 
clearly related to delinquent behavior in male offspring. Differences 
in these attitudes were also examined in relation to various background 
factors and family relationships. 
Specifically, the hypotheses examined comprised the following: 
Hypothesis 1: No statistically significant differences exist among 
the perceptions of adolescent males, within delinquent and non-delinquent 
groups, concerning their fathers when classified according to: (~) 
degree of perceived masculinity of the father£!:_ father surrogate; (!?_) 
~ of punishment ~ :!2.Y. the father; (£) perceived closeness to the 
fathers; (~) father's love of respondent; (e) amount of tiroo the father 
desired to spend with the respondent; (f) parent who influenced the re-
spondent the most; (.g) parent who guided the family; (!!) agent £i d.isci-
pline; (!) degree .Q.f self-perceived masculinity; (i) parents' marital 
status: (k) w.ith whom···ther ~spontlertt ·had resided prtmarily; (l) father's 
educational level; (!!!,) perceived childhood happiness; (B) age; and (~) 
~· 
Hypothesis 2: No statistically significant differences exist among 
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tl}e p_erceptions of adolescent males within the. delinquent and ~ 
delinquent groups concerning their fathers when classified according to 
their Anomie Responses. 
Hypothesis J_: No statistically significant differences exist among 
the perceptions of adolescent males within the delinquent and~ 
delinquent groups concerning their fathers when classified according_ to 
their identification with their fathers. 
Hypothesis~: No statistically significant differences exist be-
tween delinquents and non-delinquents with res~ct to: (f!) degree of 
perceived masculinity of the father Q!. father surrogate; (~) ~ of 
punishment used !ri. the father; (.£) perceived closeness !:.£. ~ father; 
(_g) father's love of respondent;(~) amount of time fu father desired 
to spend .illh_ the respondent; (f) parent who influenced the respondent 
the !!!£§£.; (g_) parent who guided the family; (h) agent of discipline; (.!) 
~ee of self-perceived m,e-sculinity; (i) parents I marital status; (k,) 
with .~. tl)e . respondent res iaed primarily; (]) father's educational 
level; (!!!) perceived childhood happiness; (g} age; and(~)~· 
Hypothesis 2_: No statistically significant differences exist be-
tween delinguents and non-delinquents with respect to: (.2;.) perceptions 
Qf ~ fathers; (Ji) anomie; and (£) identification with their fathers. 
The sample was composed of 330 ninth-through-twelfth grade male 
students enrolled in two high schools in central Oklahoma and a state 
boys school for delinquent youth in Oklahoma during March of 1974. The 
students were between 14 and 18 years of age, with a mean age of 16.5 
years. The questionnaire administered to the subjects consisted of an 
information sheet for securing information concerning their backgrounds 
and family relationships, a modification of Itkin 1 s Attitudes Toward 
Parents Scale (Form f), designed to measure perceptions of fathers, an 
Anomie Scale, and a Father Identification Scale. 
On the basis of the statistical analysis of the data utilizing the 
Kruskal-Wallis one-way analysis of variance test and the Mann-Whitney U 
test, hypothesis 1 was rejected in that the perceptions of adolescent 
males, within delinquent and non-delinquent groups, concerning their 
fathers did differ significantly in relation to: 
(a) masculinity of the father, with more positive attitudes being 
reflected by sons with more masculine fathers; 
(b) type of physical punishment, with more positive attitudes 
being reflected by sons who experienced less severe physical 
punishment; 
(c) closeness to the father, with more positive attitudes being 
reflected by sons who believed they were close to their 
fathers; 
(d) love from father, with more positive attitudes being reflected 
by sons who believed they were loved by their fathers; 
(e) amount of time spent with the father, with more positive 
attitudes being reflected by sons whose fathers spent more 
time with them; 
(f) the parent of greatest influence, with more positive attitudes 
reflected by sons whose father and mother equally provided the 
greatest influence and with the least positive attitudes being 
reflected by sons whose mothers provided the greatest i.nflu-
ence; 
(g) parent who guided the family, with more positive attitudes 
reflected by sons whose fathers and mothers equally guided 
the family and with the least positive attitudes being re-
flected by sons who lived in a family guided mainly by the 
mother; 
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agent of discipline, with more positive attitudes reflected by 
sons who received their discipline mainly from their fathers 
and with the least positive attitudes toward fathers being 
reflected by sons who received their discipline mainly from 
the mother; 
(i) person or parent primarily resided with, with more positive 
perceptions reflected by sons who had lived primarily with 
both parents and with the least favorable responses being pro-
vided by sons who had lived primarily with their mother; and 
(j). · childhood happiness, as perceived by thie: respO'n.dent~ with more 
positive perceptions reflected by sons who had experienced 
happy childhoods and with the least favorable responses re-
flected by sons who had not experienced happy childhoods. 
Hypothesis 1 was held tenable in that the delinquent and non-
delinquent adolescents' perceptions of their fathers were not signifi-
cantly related to: 
(a) degree of self-perceived masculinity of the respondent; 
(b) parents' marital status·at the time of testing; or 
(c) fathers' educational level. 
Thus the patterns of relationships between the adolescents percep-
tions of their fathers and the: background factors examined were similar 
for both delinquents and non-delinquents. 1'here were, however, two 
excepticms ~ race and age. Black delinquents reflected significantly 
less favorable perceptions of their fathers than did non-black 
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delinquents. This was not true for non-delinquents. Younger delinquents 
reflected significantly more favor.able perceptions of their fathers than 
did older delinquents. Age was found to be unrelated to non-delinquents' 
perceptions of their fathers. 
In general, the differences in the background factors related to 
delinquency or non-delinquency which were most apparent were that a 
greater proportion of the non-delinquents than delinquents lived in 
homes that were run by both parents, experienced a childhood of average 
happiness, were of average closeness to mothers, received their disci-
pline from their fathers more than from their mothers, were influenced 
by both parents equally, were loved by their father very much, consid-
ered their father to be of average masculinity, had parents who were 
married and living together, and had fathers who had graduated from high 
school. 
In contrast, a greater proportion of the delinquents than non= 
delinquents lived in homes run by the mother, experienced a childhood of 
average happiness, were very close to their mothers, were disciplined 
by their mothers, were influenced by their mothers, were loved above 
average by their fathers, considered their fathers to be very highly 
masculine, more frequently lived with their grandfathers, had parents 
who were divorced or separated, and had fathers who had completed eight 
years or less schooling. In each of these variables there were signifi-
cant differences between delinquent and non-delinquent subjects. 
On the basis of the statistical analysis of the data utilizing the 
Kruskal-Wallis one-way analysis of variance test and the Mann-Whitney 
U test, hypothesis 2 was rejected in that the perceptions whi.ch non-
delinquent adolescent males had regarding their fathers did differ 
. significantly according to their anomie responses. Specifically~ the 
differences were related to: 
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(a) having someone outside the family to count on, with more posi-
tive perceptions regarding fathers being reflected by sons who 
believed there were people outside the home they could count 
on; 
(b) believing life is meaningless, with more positive perceptions 
of fathers being reflected by sons who believed that life was 
meaningful; 
(c) having specific goals in life, with more positive perceptions 
reflected by those who had specific goals; and 
(d) having succeeded, with more positive perceptions reflected by 
those who had succeeded at something according to their per-
ceptions. 
An item concerning being in control of onevs life was not signifi-
cantly related to the perceptions non-delinquents had of their fathers. 
However~ hypotheses 2 was held tenable for the delinquent group in that 
the perceptions of their fathers did not significantly differ in rela-
tion to anomie. 
From the evidence obtained, it would appear that anomie is signifi-
cantly related to delinquency~ although anomie was not found to be re-
lated to delinquents' perceptions of their fathers. Thus, other factors 
must account for the relationship between anomie and delinquency. 
On the basis of the statistical analysis of the data utilizing the 
Kruskal-Wallis one-way analysis of variance test and the Mann-Whitney U 
test, hypothesis 3 is rejected in that the perceptions of adolescent 
males within the delinquent and non-delinquent groups concerning their 
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fathers did differ according to the degree to which they identified with 
their fathers. Specifically, those delinquents and non-delinquents who 
indicated that they would select their father over their mother for a 
trip to Hawaii reflected significantly more favorable perceptions of 
their fathers than did those who would select their mother or some other 
person. 
On the basis of the statistical analysis of the data utilizing a 
Chi Square test, hypothesis 4 was rejected in that significant differ-
ences existed between delinquents and non-delinquents with respect to: 
(a) masculinity of the father, with more delinquents indicating 
their father to be very highly masculine; 
(b) father's love, with non-delinquents believing that they were 
loved by their fathers to a greater degree; 
(c) parent who influenced the respondent more, with delinquents 
more frequently indicating their mothers influenced them; 
(d) parent who guided the family, with delinquents indicating their 
mothers guided the family; 
(e) agent of discipline, with delinquents more frequently indica-
ting their mother was the disciplinarian; 
(f) parents' marital status, with delinquents more frequently 
coming from broken homes; 
(g) whom the respondent had resided with primarily, with delin-
quents more frequently living with their mothers; 
(h) father's educational level, with fathers of non-delinq~ents 
achieving a higher·· level of education; 
(i) childhood happiness, with delinquents reflecting less; and 
(j) race, with blacks being more likely to be delinquent. 
101 
Hypothesis 4 was held tenable for the type of punishment used, 
closeness to father, amount of time the father spent with the respondent, 
respondent's masculinity, and the age of the respondent. 
On the basis of the statistical analysis of the data utilizing a 
Mann-Whitney U test, hypothesis 5 was held tenable in that no signi-
ficant differences were found between delinquents and non-delinquents 
with respect to (a) perceptions of their fathers and (b) identification 
with their fathers. However, in view of the analysis, one variable of 
hypothesis 5 was rejected since a difference was found to exist be-
tween delinquents and non-delinquents with respect to anomie. The 
delinquent group reflected a higher degree of anomie than did the non-
delinquent group, 
Conclusions 
Conclusions which may be drawn from this study are that delinquency 
is associated with: (a) lack of a warm, loving, supportive relationship 
with the father; (b) minimal paternal involvement with children; (c) 
high maternal involvement in the lives of youth; (d) broken homes; and 
(e.) feelings of anomie, Further, it appears from the resulTs of this 
study that factors which may serve to insulate youth from delinquency 
are: (a) a stable unbroken home, characterized by loving, supportive 
parent-child relationships; (b) a father who has a high degree of 
positive involvement with his son; (c) a family life which contributes 
to a minimal degree of anomie and provide·s the child with a sense of 
purpose, direction and belonging; and (d) a father who provides a stable 
model for emulation by his male offspring, 
From the evidence obtained, fathers appear to be significant 
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contributors to the development of offspring who are capable of adapting 
and adjusting to society. The father also serves to provide a model 
after which a son may mold his behavior. Thus it would appear that 
fathers who are involved with their offspring in a warm, friendly, 
cordial relationship are vital in the child's life for the prevention 
of anti-social behavior. 
Methodological Limitations of the Research 
The methodological limitations of this study include: (a) the 
small sample which restricted the qegree to which the results can be 
generalized and which limited the extent of statistical analysis; (b) 
t~~ sample was geographically limited to the state of Oklahoma; (c) 
variable control was limited due to small sample size, i.e., no specific 
control of the duration of father-absence could be made, nor could an 
accurate assessment of socio-economic status be made; (d) the following 
variables were not measured in the test instrument: 1) .quality of 
the relationship with the mother; 2) quality of the relationship be-
tween the parents; 3) the type of offense committed by the delinquent; 
and (e) no method of eliminating delinquent respondents' questionnaires 
from the non-delinquent group. 
Implications For Further Research 
Because of the limited number of delinquents who participated in 
the study, it is proposed that this research be extended to include 
larger samples of delinquent males in order to obtain a more accurate 
test of the hypotheses examined. For example, in the current samples 
of non-delinquents, perceptions of fathers were found to be significantly 
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related to feelings of anomie. For the delinquents, however, the 
hypothesis was not rejected. Yet, in light of earlier research, it is 
possible that failure to reject the hypothesis was a function of the 
limited size of the sample. This hypothesis clearly warrents further 
examination in delinquent groups. 
Study should be made of the effects of fathers in relation to the 
specific crirn.es which their children commit. In the present study this 
was not possible because permission could not be obtained to elicit the 
nature of the offense for which the youths were incarcerated. It is 
quite possible that different relationships with fathers, e.g., cruel 
versus ignoring, may lead to different kinds of anti-social behavior, 
e.g., crimes against property versus crimes against persons. 
A study of the perceptions which the delinquent's father has toward 
the delinquent's paternal grandfather could provide evidence of a 
possible etiological source of delinquency. Additionally, a study 
should include an investigation of the father's delinquent behavior 
and the perceptions the father has of his son in order to determine a 
possible relationship between the father's perception of his son and 
the son's self-concept. 
The whole spectrum of background variables needs to be reassessed 
in order to discover promising leads. From the present investigation, 
it would appear that the backgrounds of delinquents and non-delinquents 
are more similar than dissimilar. 
The impact of the peer group on the development of delinquency in 
relation to familial variables warrents consideration. It is important 
to know what kinds of relationships within the family serve to protect 
youth from the adverse effects of their peers' influence. ·Because of 
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the impact which delinquency has on families, society, and the indivi-
dual himself, delinquency research warrents the attention of specialists 
from a variety of fields in order to determine the etiological factors 
contributing to non-normative behaviors which result in incarceration. 
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In growing up, if your father was absent from the home for long periods 
of time, please mark the age at which he first left your home. 
a. 1 .. 3 years 
b. 4-5 years 
c. 6-7 years 
d. 8 and over 
e. was never present 
f. was always present 
If your father was absent for long periods of time, please mark the 
reason from the follwoing: 
a. separation 
b. divorce 
c. war 
d. dissertion 
e. death 
f. long sickness 
g. other (reason) 
Describe what your father actually does at work?~ .............. -..,,..,..,,_.,----..-------
.In school, your father completed grades: 
____ a. 
b. 
----c. 
----d. 
----e. 
----f. 
----_____ g. 
h. 
----
none 
1 .. 4 years 
5-8 years 
9-11 years 
graduated from high school 
completed 1~3 years of college 
graduated from a 4-year college 
completed over 4 years of college 
How many years of schooling have you completed? 
1. Your present age is~-~~ 
Place of birth 
------
a. Black 
----b. Indian 
----c. Latin 
----d. White 
----e. Other 
~~~~ ~~---~~~---~ 
- 3. The main source of your family's income is: 
~~~~a· hourly wages, piece work, weekly wages 
~~~~b· salary, commissions, monthly checks 
~~~-c· savings and investments, earned by my father or mother 
d. profits from a business 
----
____ e. welfare, odd jobs, share cropping, seasonal work, charity 
4. In my own family, my: 
a. 
b. 
c. 
d. 
e. 
father 
father 
mother 
mother 
mother 
runs the family with no help from my mother 
runs the family with some help from my mother 
and father run the family equally 
runs the family with some help from my father 
runs the family with no help from my father 
5. In growing up, I have been been: 
a. very happy 
b. somewhat above average in happiness 
c. average in happiness 
d. somewhat below average in happiness 
e. very unhappy 
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6. I have:Tnever had any reason to be angry with either :o.f my parents. 
True False 
---- ----
7. In growing up, have you and your mother been: 
a. very close 
----b. above average in closeness 
---Co average in closeness 
---d. below average 
---e. very much below average 
---
8. In my family, the discipline I. received was mainly from: 
a. my father 
b. my father with some help from my mother 
c. my mother with some help from my father 
d. my mother 
e. other (relationship) 
9. Which best describes the type of physical punishment you usually 
received from your father? 
a. none 
---b. moderate spanking 
---c. beating 
---d. severe beating or whipping (with belt, stick etc.) 
---
___ e. injury-causing beating ( broken bones, knocked-out teeth) 
10. My mother has always tried to give me everything I wanted. 
True~ False 
----- ------
11. Which best describes the type of physical punishment you usuallr 
teceive from your mother? 
a. none 
---b. moderate spanking 
---c. beating 
---d. severe beating (with belt, stick etc.) 
---e. i9Jufy .. causing:~beatigg,fr::with broken bones, knocked-out 
--- teeth, etc.) 
12. Which parent had the greatest influence in your life? 
a. mother and fabher equally 
---b. mother 
---c. father 
---
13. In my home, I feel that I am loved by my father; 
___ a. very much 
___ b. above average 
__ ._c. average 
~~-d· below average 
e. not at all 
---
14. In my home, I feel that I. am loved by my mother: 
a. very much 
b. above average 
c. average 
d. below average 
e. not at all 
15. I would consider my father: 
a. very highly masculine (manlike) 
---
___ b. highly masculine 
c. of average masculinity 
---d. of low masculinity 
---e. of very low masculinity 
---
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16. There are times when my parents do things that make me unhappy or 
angry. 
True False 
----- -----
17. I would consider myself: 
a. very highly masculine 
---b. highly masculine 
---c. of average masculinity 
---d. of low masculinity · 
---
~~-e· of very· low masculinity 
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18. While growing up, I have lived mostly with my: 
a. mother 
---b. father and mother 
---c. father 
---d. grandfather 
---e. other (relationship) 
~~- -~~~~~-~-
19. Which would describe your father's d~scipline to you?. 
a. fair 
---b. too soft most of the time 
---c. too hard most of the time 
---d. too inconsistant (I never knew what he would do) 
----
20. I have never done anything I was. ashamed of. 
True False 
----- -----
21. When I do something wrong at home, I: 
a. know that I wi 11 oot ):'he . .puni:slied· far it 
---b. can usually figure out in advance what will happen to me 
---c. am not sure what wilLhappen 
~~-d· am afraid of the puntshment 
22. Do you feel that you have control over what is going to happen 
to you during your life? 
Yes No Undecided 
--- --- ---
23. Do you feel that there is someone you can count on outside 
your family? 
Yes No Undecided 
--- --- ---
24. Do you feel that your life is meaningless and a waste of time?. 
Yes No Undecided 
25. Do you have .specHic goals that. ·you: .. a:re wo:dting ·£or .in life? 
Yes No Undecided 
26 Do you feel that you have never succeeded at anything?-
Yes No Undecided 
--- --- ---
27. You have just won a trip to Hawaii for you and one of your parents. 
Which one will you choose to take? 
Mother Father Neither 
--- --- ---
28. You've been falsely accused of stealing money. Which parent 
will you go to ask for help? 
Mother Father Neither 
--- --- ---
29. If you were sad, which parent would you go to to cheer you up? 
Mother Father Neither 
--- ----- ---
30. If you had just had a fight with you best friend, which 
of your parents would you tell? 
Mother Father Neither 
--- --- ---
31. Sometimes I can•t help worrying, even though I know it 
doesn't do any good. 
True False 
--- ---
32. If you got v. D., which of your parents would you ask for help? 
Mother Father Neither. 
--- --- ---
33. Whom would you rather discuss your.: problems with?. 
Mother Father Neither 
--- --- ---
34. My parents are presently: 
a. married and living together 
b. separated 
c. divorced 
d. one or both dead 
35. I am constantly amazed .at how well my parents understand me. 
True · False 
--- ---
Following is a list of statements which might be answered as true, 
false, or not certain. Mark the one which best fits you. Circle 
T for true, F for false, and ?.for uncertain. 
T- .'? F 36. I consider my self to be very close to my father. 
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T ? F 37. My father generally has good reasons for any requests 
he might make. 
T ? F 38 I would like to be the same kind of a parent that my 
father has been. 
T ? F 39. I believe '.that my father doesn't know how much I can do. 
T ? F 
T ? F 
T ?. F 
T ? F 
T ? F 
T ? F 
T ? F 
40. I believe my father finds fault me more often than I 
deserve, he never seems to like anything I do. 
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41. I believe my father has little respect £or my opinions. 
42. In my estimation!' my father is not greatly interested 
in whether or not I have friends. 
43. In my judgment, my father did not treat me fairly when 
I was young. 
44. I.believe my father is one of the best persons I know. 
45. My father has been one of the best friends I have ever 
had. 
46. My father considers the rearing of his child~en his 
most important job in life. 
Check whichever one of the five choices listed below most closely 
describes your own opinion or feeling. 
47. My father ••• 
a. takes a very great interest in everything that concerns 
--- his children 
b. takes a moderate amount of interest in things which 
--- concern his children 
c. takes average interest in things which concern his y 
--- children 
d. takes little interest in things which concern his 
--- children 
e. takes no interest in things which concern his children 
---
48. I get along with my father ••• 
a. very well 
b. well 
c. fairly well 
d. not very well 
e. not at all 
49. I trust my father enoµgh to ••.• 
a. feel free to ask him personal questions 
---. b. often ask him personal questions 
---c. sometimes ask him personal questions 
---d. rarely if ever ask him personal questions 
----e. wouldn't think of asking him any personal questions 
---
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50. Check whichever of the followi~g terms best describes your feel-
ing toward your father ••• 
a, I like my father very much 
b. I like my father 
c. I neither like nor dislike my father 
d. I dislike my father 
e. I dislike my father very much 
51. Check whichever of the following descriptions most nearly fits 
your father ••• 
a. is always critical of his children 
---b. is sometimes critical of his children 
---
~~-c· is not very critical of his children 
d. sometimes shows pleasure at what his children do 
---e. very often shows pleasure at what his children do 
---
52. My father ••• 
a. never does little things for his children to show 
--- affection or consideration 
b. seldom does little things for his children to show 
--- affection or consideration 
c. sometimes does little things for his children to show 
--- affection or consideration 
d. often does little things to show affection or consider-
--- ation for his children 
e. is always doing little things to show affection or 
--- consideration for his children 
53. In my opinion, my father ••• 
a. is so attached to his children that he wants to have 
--- them around all of the time 
......, __ b. enjoys spending ~ of his time with his children 
c. likes to spend a little of his time with his children 
---d. doesn.1:t like tid> spen~ time with his children 
~--
~~-e· diilikes very much spending any of his time with 
his children 
The (ollowing is a list of characteristics of people. Compare your 
father to the item and circle the letter which represents him best. 
Mark according to how much he has: A= very much; B = above average; 
C.= average; D.= less than average; E.= very little or none. 
A B C D E 55. Fai:r A B C D E 63. Agreeable 
A B C. D E 56. Selfish A B C D E 64. Kind 
A B C D E 57. Envious A B C D E 65. Understanding 
A B C. D E 58. Affectionate A B. C D E 66. Cold 
A B C D E 59. Helpful A B C D E 67. Suspicious 
A. B C D E 60. Sarcastic A B C D E 68. Sympathetic 
A B C D E 61. Considerate A B C D E 69. Courteous 
A B C D E 62. Bossy A B C D E 70. Trustful 
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TO BE READ TO THE YOUNG MEN TAKING THE QUESTIONNAIRE 
Gentlemen: 
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This questionnaire has no right or wrong answers. It·:.:is designed 
to try to determine your relationship with your parents,Jor with 
those who raised you. The purpose of this research is to try and 
provide some splutions to some types of family ~roblems, and to help 
persons like yourselves to enjoy life with a few less d~fficulties. 
I would ask you to teach me about yourself by answering the questions 
as honestly and accurately as possible. Your answers will be kept 
strictly confidential. I very much appreciate your time and help 
in this important wprk. 
Tliank-you, 
Richard Smith 
INSTRUCTIONS 
Please check the answer which you feel best fits you. If you do 
not have a father, but lived with your grandfather or uncle, use him 
as your father in answering these questions. In other words, use the 
adult male with whom you have lived most of your life to represent 
your father as far as the questions for this questionnaire are 
concerned. Please answer as carefully and accurately as you can. 
If you have questions, pl~ase ask your instructor. Again I thank you 
for your cooperation. Please mark all questions. 
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SCORING KEY FOR ITKIN' S ATTITUDES TOWARD 
PARENT'S · SCALE (FORM L) 
T ? F 
le 4 3 2 A B C D E 
2. 4 3 2 20. 1 2 3 4 5 
3. ~ 3 2 21. 5 4 3 2 1 
4. 4 l 2 22. 1 2 3 4 5 
5. 12, 3 4 23. 5 4 3 2: 1 
6. 2 3 4 24. 1 2 3 4 5 
7. 2 3 4 25. 5 4 3 2 1 
8. 2 3 4 26. 5 4 3 2: 1 
9. 4 3 2 27. 1 2 3 4 5 
10. 4 3 2 28. 5 4 3 2 1 
11. 4 3 2 29. 5 4 3 2 1 
·" 
B C D E 30. 1 2 3 4 5 
12. 5 4 3 2 1 31. 1 2 3 4 5 
13. 5 4 3 2 1 32. 5 4 3 2 1 
14. 5 4 3 2 1 33. 5 4 3 2 1 
15. 5 4 3 2 1 34. 5 4 3 2 1 
16. 1 2 3 4 5 
17. 1 2 3 4 5 
18. 5 4 3 2 1 
19. 5 4 3 2:. 1 
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ANOMIE SCALE 
1. Do you feel that you have control over what is going to happen 
to you during your life? 
Yes No Undecided 
2. Do you feel that there is someone outside your family you can 
count on when you really need help? 
Yes No Undecided 
3. Do you feial that your life is meaningless and a waste of time?. 
Yes No Undecided 
4: . ., Do you have specific goals that you are working for in life? 
Yes· ·No'·· ·undetided 
5. ])o"you feel that you h"ave never succeeded at - ifoyfnirig?. 
Yes No Undecided 
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FATHER IDENTIFICATION SCALE 
1. You have just won a trip to Hawaii for you and one of your 
parents. Which pa~ent will you choose to take? 
Mother Father Neither 
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------- ------- ------
2, Yotlye:heen falsely accused of stealing money. Which parent 
will you go to for help? 
Mother Father 
-------
Neither 
-------
3. Jf .you were ~ad~. which 9£ yo.t,lr parents wouJ;d ypu go to to 
cheer you up? 
Mother Father Neither 
------- ------- ------
4. If you had just had a fight with your best friend, which of 
your parents would you.tell? 
Mother Father Neither 
------- ------- ------
5. If you got V. D.' which of your parents w:o.uld you go to to ask 
for advice? 
Mother Father Neither 
6. Who would you rather discuss your problems with? 
Mother Father Neither 
VITA 
Richard Melvin Smith 
Candidate for the Degree of 
Doctor of Education 
Thesis: THE IMPACT OF FATHERS ON DELINQUENT MA.LES 
Major Field: Higher Education 
Minor Field: Family Relations and Child Development 
Biographical: 
Personal Data: Born in Sa}t Lake City$' Utah, July 27, 1943, the 
son of Mr. and Mrs. Collins Dewitt Smith. Married Kathryn 
Schlendorf, December 14, 1967, and is the father of two 
daughters, Kristyne Grace and Tarisse Kaye. 
Education: Attended elementary school, junior high school and 
high school in Kaysville, Utah. Graduated from Davis High 
School in 1961; received Bachelor of Science degree from 
Brigham Young University, May 1967, with a major in Child 
Development and Family Relations; received Master of 
Science degree from Brigham Young University, May, 1969~ with 
a major in Cijild Development and Family Relations; completed 
requirements.for the Doctor of Education•degree at Oklahoma 
State University, May, 1974. 
Professional Experience: Two years as a graduate teaching assis-
tant at Brigham Young University in the Department of 
Child Development and Family Relations, 1967~1969; Three 
years in the United States Navy as a Naval Officer trained 
as a jet pilot fr01n 1969 to 1972, and also serving as 
Education Officer for his squadrons 1971-1972. 
Professional Organizations: Phi Upsilon Omicron, and Omicron Nu9 
The American Home Economics Association and National Council 
on Family Relations. 
Awards Receivedg Graduate Excellence Award, fall semester, 1972 9 
Oklahoma State University; Graduate Excellence Award, spring 
semester, 1973, Oklahoma State University. 
